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A tribute to Arshad Mahmood the author 
of the book. 


According to Milton, the book is the “life blood of a 
master spirit, embalmed and treasured up on purpose to life 
beyond life”. Taking the significance of this quotation of the 
great poet of English literature, into consideration, I can say with 
any fear of contradiction that the Book Concept of God truly 
reflects the “ life blood of” of his author. 

This book < Concept of God’ grew out of a realization 
that there is a need of true awareness for impairment of the worn 
out ideas, trite rituals and hackneyed traditions which have 
bedevilled the whole fabric of our society. A noteworthy feature 
of the book is that throughout the book, the bias is deliberately 
toward to acquaint the common men with baneful results of 
stagnation, chauvinism and narcissism of the creeds rampant in 
our society. The power of Arshad Muhmood Arshad’s critique 
comes from the simplicity and precision with which he states the 
facts interspersed with references of the imminent figures of 
history, science and religions : the book contains an extensive 
glossary of references of the prominent figures of history, 
anthropology and religion. 

He ardently wishes his readers understand that there is 
no such thing as finality in scientific thinking. As knowledge 
advances and fresh avenues of thought are opened, other views, 
and probably sounder views than those set in the classical works 
are possible. Our duty is carefully to watch the new discoveries 
and inventions and try to glean the benefits of science and 
modern technology. He has expressed his ideas combining 
lucidity, readability, and naturally graceful prose style. 


I can only ask the readers to be tolerant in case where 
they find any flaw in my attempt to transmit the expression of 
the original book which is in Urdu Script. 


Muhammad Asghar Butt 

M. A. {English; Pol. Science} 
Principal {r} 

Government Commercial College, 
Sialkot. 


Preface. 


In 1996 when I was motivated to write this book, all 
kinds of doubts about its publication sneaked into my mind. I 
expected a reaction against the contents of the book in our 
society where religious violence is on upsurge. Notwithstanding 
I determined to introduce Urdu readers to secular point of views 
of the concept of God without compromising on any aspect of 
the matter. My previous publisher, Mr. Tahir Aslam Gora said 
to me, “ Arshad! the book will be published. It will be sent to 
book stalls, however neither candid comments on the book nor 
its launching ceremony will be made..”. I felt elated to find that 
the reaction was wonderfully pleasant. After some slight 
criticism in the beginning, the readers welcomed the book. The 
senior intellectuals and writers applauded my book quietly and 
remained reserved. 

Though I wrote other books, yet this book gave me 
recognition. I feel rewarding to see contribution the book is 
making in disseminating liberal thinking and wisdom 
encouraging interest for scientific thought. It is worthwhile to 
note that after reading the book so many people in Pakistan have 
become convinced of the necessity of scientific attitude about 
life and the universe. They are now disillusioned with the 
traditional concept of God. 

The book has already been translated and published in 
Sindhi language too. It is a pride and delight for me that English 
Version of this book now has been published. It will provide an 
opportunity to the young men who cannot easily read Urdu to 
benefit from the book . I am thankful to my reverent teacher, 
Muhammad Asghar Butt who happily completed the task of 
translation of this book in English language. 


It is hoped that the book will help the young men to dispel the 
obscurantism that has shrouded them at present . The book will 
remain essential reading for anyone who wishes to see Pakistan 
strong, advanced and prosperous for the next generation. 


Arshad Mahmood 


Ancient civilization and the concept of God. 


Whoever yearns to gratify his curiosity to know how the concept 
of God emanated and passed through the evolutionary stages and 
reached us in the present position, is to study human history 
which reveals that supernaturalism has been pervasive in every 
society, and the concept of God conceived and grew in the womb 
of superstition and different societies gave the concept its own 
hue and ting: To the primitive men all experiences were 
supernatural. It appeared in different forms and manifestations 
in accordance with the different civilizations of the clime and 
climate of the respective country. 

According to the scientific research and the knowledge 
of anthropology the conversion of semi man to human beings 
took about 30 hundred thousand years through evolutionary 
process. We find the earliest thought of religion ranging from 
one lac to 35 thousand years, in Iraq, China and in some parts of 
Europe, One section of these earliest human beings were called 
Neanderthal, their places of burial reveal their beliefs which 
concerned mostly with death. It signifies that they believed 
death as a threshold for the next world, and this has been the 
basic belief of a religion. 

Fifty thousand years ago the Palaeolithic Period emerged 
with its inhabitants called Homo Sapien, and there were so many 
female statues from which we get an idea of “ Great Mother” 
which implies the beginning of life. It strengthens the idea that 
in the earliest period of the history of mankind the concept of 
goddess was in vogue. It is evident from this, the first experience 
of man was that woman is the only source of birth, and 
consequently the other all producing means would be female. On 
our planet the Ice Period ended 1000 years B.C , and from 8000 
to 6000 B.C man learnt the art of cultivation in Near East, and 
after some thousand years it spread in the Europe, the Asia and 
the Africa. This period is known Neolithic Period. The 
introduction of cultivation created a revolution in the norms and 
religious life of man. Human history remembers this period with 


the name of Bronze Age. In this era, there appeared big 
settlements on the banks of rivers. The great Empires of classical 
religions grew up where nature in different forms and 
manifestations were being worshipped. The sun was considered 
the chief god because it is the chief source of life. We have failed 
to find, in the primitive history, the concept of God as the present 
religions present. 


In the perspective of history of mankind, present 
religions seem a newly born children when compared with the 
span of man’s life : the birth of present religions is a recent 
phenomenon. It drives us to think that either man for million 
years lived without the necessity of religion or his life had no 
affiliation with the present organised religions. The classical 
religions are essentially linked with the belief in multiple gods, 
holy kingdoms, forceful theocracy, and sometimes the existence 
of Scriptures. During this period the worship places were built, 
and the believers started to worship in the small worship places. 
Dozens City States grew at coastal area and on the river banks. 
Every city has its own chieftain, and the chieftain himself was a 
god. In the early stage the administration was in the hands of the 
elders, and it took the form of kingship later on. 

A large part of their activities was devoted to the service 
of ecclesiastical duties. The king occupied the highest position 
among the clergymen. There was a tower of the building of the 
temple and the family priest standing on the tower prayed for the 
absence of floods that ruined the crops of the people on the bank 
of the river Nile. There was a Ma’a’bid ( temple ), and every 
individual was a member of it, who had link with the local god 
and would sing songs of his god. Their literature and arts were 
hue and soaked with religious spirit. The Iraqi Sumerians 
believed that the purpose of creation of man on this earth is to 
offer services to gods and his failure in the performance would 
attract chastisement for him. 

Their gods were the pivots of their social, economic and 
spiritual activities. Every manifestation and form of nature had 
got a name for the recognition. The god of rain was most 
powerful because that caused terror of floods among them. 
Perhaps it is not irrelevant to mention here that the tale of the 


flood associated with Noah { toofa’ n-e nooh} mentioned in the 
Bible is a duplicate of the myth prevalent in Mesopotamia a part 
of Iraq. Among other gods there was a god called creator 
(Atum), he came out from the oldest sea and settled on a hill. He 
created the god of air (Shu) and the god of water (Tefnut), and 
these gods gave birth to the goddess of the earth (Geb) and the 
god of skies (Nut).They in their turn produced the parents of the 
god of river Nile {Osiris} queen of the new creator (Isis), he 
further gave birth to the god of death and the guardian god of 
dead ( Nephthys.). Syrian community [23340 B.C.] secured the 
domination by finishing the Sumerian period of reign and 
thereby established the first Empire of the world, and the city of 
Babylon began to touch the heights of glory; and on the other 
hand in Egypt the worship of gods having human characteristics 
was practising. An estimate is that there were about 2000 gods 
for the worship of Egyptians. The Sun had been always the 
biggest god among the Egyptians, and therefore kings were 
recognized as sun incarnate. The position of king was that of a 
god, and it was thought that the king was a good god and his 
death converted him into a greater god. He was arbitrator 
between the human beings and gods; in the matter of worldly 
affairs, his position was that of a supreme religious leader, in 
religious affairs other religious leaders helped him. He was 
awarded the title of Pharoah and the common people had no 
approach to him. It was a belief that after death only king could 
survive, the common Egyptians were contended with the thought 
that their civilization would perpetuate. Egyptians worshiped 
king along with multiple gods. The duties and authorities were 
not determined; they represented the powers of nature, projected 
in the forms of different animals. Egyptian civilization is the 
first civilization that gives the concept of life after the death. 
About 2000.B.C.the great changes in the political and economic 
activities brought also a great change in the religion of the world. 
The Egyptians developed the idea that a happy life is possible 
after death. The cause of this concept was due to their 
observation that after the destruction of flood they found fertility 
and pleasantness in their fields with the circle of seasons. Man 
experienced that the dry leaves again became green. This 
observation led them to the belief that man would survive after 


death. The god of Osiris took the highest official position. It was 
at his discretion to allow or disallow the entry into the “ sacred 
and blessed place “ The literature containing the principles of 
morality and pious life began growing. After the period of 
Bronze (1200-14000 B.C) the period of Iron in the civilization of 
Near East is a revolution. There emerged a people named 
Kunhan and in the Old Testament many events are derived from 
the myths of Kunhaniyan. . El was their greatest god; they 
considered him separate from matter and thought; he had 
produced all the material things. But later the concept of being 
supreme was broken and divided into many gods. Among them 
BA.AL god had great significance, he was called the god of life 
and death; his statue was displayed sitting on a bullock, and it 
was a symbolic of reproduction. It was thought that fertility of 
the soil owed to the sexual intercourse of BA. Al and his wife 
Astarte and therefore in order to increase the fertility of the soil 
they followed the holy prostitution of gods. Children were also 
sacrificed on the altar of god BAAI. These rituals were 
performed with the idea that because the purity and innocence of 
children worked effectively to mitigate the wrath of the god. It 
implies that the idea of sacrifice was extant at that time; it 
reflects in the tale of Abraham. Though Israeli prophets 
condemned severely this old religious tradition, yet Israelites 
appealed to god BA. Al for the prosperity of their crops. In fact 
this behaviour of Israelites was result of the conflict between the 
civilization of Israelites and that of Kunhaniyan. The rationale of 
this was that Israelites were essentially nomadic tribes and they 
had no knowledge of cultivation, hence the traditional god of 
Israelites had to perform these functions, and when Israelites 
started to settle with Kunhaniyan in Jerusalem they also adopted 
the profession of cultivation and they began to appeal to the god 
of fertility for the good yield of their crops. Though in doing this, 
they earned the displeasure of their prophets. On the other hand, 
where now is Iraq, there was the civilization of Mesopotamia. 
Floods more frequently visited this land as compared with the 
land of Egypt, resulting some time it was hit by famine and some 
time by flood, and the foreign attacks all combined together 
made life uncertain. We find the first story of the first great flood 
in the history of mankind when gods endeavoured to finish 
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humanity through the great flood. It is evident that a great flood 
in these lands at that time was considered as worldwide flood for 
them. They certainly did not know how large the earth is, and 
people of other lands were unknown to them and safe from 
ravages of the flood. . The people believed that all the powers of 
Nature possessed sacred strength. Sky, storm, sun, moon, water, 
earth and other all manifestations of nature were the masters of 
their will, and they all collectively constitute Divine States and 
the god Anu had ascendancy over the others. He commanded the 
arrangement of the universe. The most prominent was the 
goddess of the sky, The affairs of war, love and fertility were in 
her purview of authority. Murdock was the god of Babylon city 
government and reigned over the skies. According to him, man is 
born to serve and offer prayers to gods. It is sacred duty of man 
to make sacrifices and follow their teaching. The people had the 
desire of eternal life. The king was the representative of the local 
population. There were rites to unite the king and the religious 
female leader of the temple in a wedlock so that by their sexual 
intercourse could perpetuate the fertility and fructification of the 
plants and animals. A king of Babylon Hammurabi {1750 B.C} 
asserted that he was called by the gods and asked to administer 
justice on the earth, eliminate evil and roguishness so that the 
powerful could not crush the helpless; this was the precursor of 
prophet hood. The people did not have the concept of reward and 
punishment but however. they did emphasize on the moral life so 
that by serving gods they could build the edifice of the society on 
the principles of justice and truthfulness. 

The third example of classical religion is that of Greek. 
The civilization of Greek has left indelible impressions on 
religion, philosophy, art, literature and politics. There we {500- 
336 B.C} found two great city states of Athens and Sparta. In 
these states science, philosophy, art, literature and politics 
progressed tremendously. Afterward Greek emerged in the 
Roman empire. The Greece had no sacred book, however they 
had literary works in myths about gods, and these literary works 
helped to comprehend philosophy of the universe. The 
prominent features of Greek gods were that though they shared 
the characteristics of mankind, yet they were immortal, 
exceptionally powerful, very beautiful and devoid of sufferings. 
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Greek gods were divided into two classes. Some of these were 
called Olympian gods, who from the Olympian mountain ruled 
over the world with full strength, and the other, gods of the earth 
tackled the problems of fertility of the earth and death etc. 
Olympian gods were 12 in number and their father was Zeus 
god, his wife was Hera, she was in charge of marriage and other 
matters relating to women. Apollo was the god of music, 
foretelling and archery. The other Greek gods included Neptune, 
the god of sea, virgin goddess, Diana, and the goddess of 
wisdom and discernment; she was responsible of vigilance of 
wild animals. Among other gods were, the god of crops, the god 
of war, the goddess of beauty and love and the god of fire. 
According to the Greece the greatest god Zeus created mankind 
and he watched man’s good and bad deeds. The gods interfered 
in the human life, and engaged themselves in war fares; pride 
was considered the most heinous sin. The gods merit prayers and 
veneration for they grant life to humanity, and the mankind 
should lead a just life. The public prayers for the gods entailed 
the betterment and welfare of the people, because it 
encompassed the rulers, government officials, aristocracy, the 
devotees of temples and tombs.; the sacrifice of animals and 
commodities was offered to the gods and priests. In Greek 
gorgeous festivals were celebrated because they had not only 
naturally beautiful panorama, but also had separate expressions 
of each and every passion and strength, and some of the gods 
had been associated with sexual emotions. With this reference 
and context, at the occasion of the biggest festival of Greek, 
Dionysian. With display of male sexual organs, and free sexual 
intercourse between men and women was considered reward of 
virtuous deeds. 

In the ancient Greece, the evolution of thought played an 
important role in human civilization. A new era of human 
thinking inaugurated when the philosophers started to raise 
questions on mythology of gods and their immoral behaviour. Its 
foundation was not religious but secular—intellectual prudence. 
Socrates [ 399-470] taught Athenians “ take everything from 
the critical angle of vision”. He was sentenced to death for the 
crime of preaching against the religion and spoiling the moral of 
the youth. 
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The background of concept of God. 


In the previous chapter we find that before a few 
thousand years the concept of God as projected in the present 
great religions was non exist, whereas the life of modern man is 
about one hundred thousand years; however we find the 
similitude and the way of thinking of the primitive man is 
conspicuously visible in the present religions. It leads to the 
conclusion that the concept of God of the present prominent 
religions is an improvement on the classical religions. Let us see 
how the present concept of God visited man at different stages of 
the evolution at different times. 


The primitive man surrounded by mysterious 
surroundings, was helpless with blank brain before the powerful 
and permeating nature. He was ignorant of the reference and 
context of the objects around him. On the one hand he was 
enthralled to see natural phenomena in variegated forms and 
manifestations; on the other hand he was terrified before the 
gigantic powers of nature. He tried to get hold of the underlying 
principles of the existence of animate and inanimate entities. The 
primitive man had to fabricate explanations to gratify his 
inquisitiveness. Now we have not only scientific explanations 
and elaborations of day to day happenings but also have 
extensive knowledge of the universe. 

Think for a moment, the cause and effect of the strange 
and awful happenings that affected his daily life sometimes 
adversely and sometimes favourably. He desired to know the 
truth :- 

[a] Why the sun regularly rises and sets in ? 

[b] Why the moon wanes and waxes? 

[c] What is the cycle of seasons? 

[d] What are the stars? 

[e] How earthquakes occur and storms are born? 
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Above all the convulsion of life and the mysterious 
occurrence of events goaded him to think over them. 

[a] How unexpected occurrences emerge? 

[b] What is dream? Why do we see dreams? 

[c] Where from we come and where we go after death. ? 

[d] How this world came into existence? Then there was 
the question of survival. 

[e] How the supply of food may be ensured? 

[f] What measures were to be taken to make the 
environment wholesome for life? 


The responses perceived the primitive man were in 
concurrence with their respective environments and level of 
thinking in the process of his evolution: the different tribes living 
in different parts of the world offered different explanations, and 
their explanations were in compatible with the events tinged and 
hue with their respective environment, and consequently they 
knitted strange myths based on their observations with reference 
to and context of problems facing them. It implies that these 
responses based on the man’s naivety were the beginning of 
scientific thought and scientific inquiry. On the other hand these 
myths were the essentials of the religions. As time rolled on 
these myths and anecdotes, travelling from one generation to 
another generation, ambushed in the mind of the people, to all 
intents and purposes, achieved the sanctity and any amendments 
or modifications in them begun to be considered blaspheme. 
Since the responses to the questions about the nature were made 
on the basis of the observations of a people living in a particular 
environment, the divergence in their religions was inevitable. 
These self-tailored explanations helped in erecting the edifice of 
various religions and contradictions in them too. Every group 
considered the inherited beliefs and convictions more true, 
sacred and invariable. 

The earliest man thought that the objects and happenings 
around him had human features, and therefore he humanised and 
personalised them. Now all these entities before him had 
perception, conception, feelings and determination, the only 
difference was that they were more powerful. Animals, plants, 
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rivers, the moon, the sun and the stars all of them became gods 
enjoying the force of magic. 

When the primitive man attributed to the gods intellect, 
they became sentient. Consequently the weaker man began to 
appeal to the strong forces for his survival. They started to feel 
that they could appeal to any one of them, and the sun had better 
capability to think and understand, therefore they reckoned it 
should be approached with the request to continue pouring its 
rays to raise plants. Similarly the god of rain should be prayed to 
avoid the flood. The inspiration that these gods might not be 
pleased and gratified only by simple prayers and solicitations, 
they started prostrating, beseeching and adorning them to get 
their pleasure. In worshipping and prayers, the idea somehow 
crept into their mind that the wrong way of prayers might offend 
the gods. This attitude of the people created the inevitability of 
priests, who maintained that they are privileged with the 
knowledge of gods. Moreover they professed they only could 
provide better guidance how to please gods and avoid their 
wrath. Hence for prayers and idolizing sacred terminology and 
peculiar words and methods were invented, which, according to 
the priests, were cherished to the gods. This tradition inspired 
them to presume that the nature might become more loving care 
for mankind. This further moved forwards, and besides prayers 
and singing hymns all sorts of gifts began to be offered to the 
gods. The objective of the prayers and other rituals implied to 
explore good relations with these gods. In the extension of these 
rituals the worldly and financial interests of the clerics played a 
pivotal role. As the time rolled on the language and the sacred 
words they used got new dimensions owing to the evolution and 
the amalgamation of the different tribes. But the clergymen 
endeavoured to retain the offerings of the prayers in their 
original language because those words had won the sanctity with 
the passage of time. There were two objectives of the clergymen 
underlying: the people were ignorant of the old language and 
obsolete words. They exploited this in their favour and 
succeeded in making monopoly in the matter of religion. In this 
process the incomprehensibly sacred terminology also played a 
potent role in making the people believe that the clergymen were 
speaking the language of the gods. 
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The intellectuals have always been taking interest to 
know when the concept of God began and wherefrom it 
emanated? In the beginning of the 19" and 20" centuries the 
theories were carrying the explanations how religious thoughts 
were born and how mankind started to practise them. The 
thought of Animism man received from his experience of death 
and dream. He felt amazed how a dead man came in his dream; 
it was an astounding question for him. Ultimately he concluded 
that all animals and animate things possess spirit that leaves the 
body and have a separate entity. Therefore the people began 
worshiping more forceful spirits. We have found materials 
belonging to the period of primitive history telling the story of 
the people having creeds that inanimate things have life. Sir 
James Frazer maintains that the primitive man reacted with 
magic to powerful natural forces for getting control over them. 
When he failed in his purpose, he invented creeds and rites. 
According to the psychological analysis of Sigmund Freud the 
concept of God reflects the projection of an elderly father. Man 
needs the sense of fatherly protection that he gets in the concept 
of God 

Before we proceed into the matter we should note it 
carefully that man in order to obtain the perception of his own 
world adopted some methods that were very natural. He had to 
explore the responses of his own questions. He presumed 
animate and inanimate objects had human characteristics. He 
began to thrash out the ways and means to get his benefits by 
using these forces so that he could lead a comfortable life. The 
very impulse that all inanimate, plants, and animals have 
responsiveness was the beginning of metaphysical thinking. It is 
evident that this kind of knowledge was not a reality and 
thinking was developed in his mind due to particular 
circumstances. On other hand when these objects entered direct 
in his region of practical life, he began to learn that these objects 
did not have consciousness. With improvement in his 
comprehension, he started to brood over the visible phenomena 
objectively and this was the inauguration of man’s scientific 
attitude to life and nature. A big change in the thinking of man 
took place, and he began to recognize world as it is, and leave to 
see the world according to his wishes. 
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Religion and superstition 


We have already viewed that primitive man fell a victim 
to the thinking that all the objects of nature like him possess 
consciousness and could reward and punish him accordingly. He 
bowed down before them to get the pleasure of these objects of 
nature and its manifestations in different forms and colours. He 
adopted all measures a weak man does to gain the favour of the 
stronger and superior force. The human consciousness was still 
in its childhood. In the world of wonders, he was just a child and 
he struggled hard for his survival with the solitary catalyst of his 
visionary forces. He forged certain hypothesises and manners 
and got himself immersed in ambiguities. Superstition is the 
crops of ignorance. When you do not know the truth of an event, 
your brain haunts fear and misgivings, but when the mystery 
engulfing the events fades away the fact appears in its true 
perspective, and the psychological fear along with its 
superstition is defeated. The superstitious thoughts have played 
a prominent role in making the framework of religion. For 
example, the heavenly bodies have always been mysterious for 
man, and they have been doggedly terrifying him. Sporadically 
appearing of comets made them very much sceptical, and the 
beliefs that disease and war were caused by their movements 
sneaked into human mind. The moon also has been striking his 
attention for its mystery. It was considered the lamp of night. 
About the moon a belief matured, if a man looked persistently at 
it, he would become mad. The word in English language 
‘lunatic’ is closely associated with the moon, it means “ the 
moon affected”. Similarly when they could not understand the 
behaviour of animals they became victims of superstitions, such 
as the passing of black cat was a bad omen, the beseeching of 
owl is a sign of impending death. Likewise the sailors who were 
always at the mercy of the ruthless Neptune developed a belief 
that the god of the sea created dangers for them by raising 
windstorms and inundates, and by sounding whistle the god is 
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pleased and the storms subsided. They also had belief in number, 
and were led to be convinced that certain number was 
unfortunate and the other fortunate for them; they took reflection 
of a mirror as inversion of soul of the man, and its shattering 
affected the man adversely. This belief drove them to construe 
that breaking of a mirror was a bad omen. 

The superstition may be defined as “a belief, creed, or 
action with which people may adhere to even in the presence of 
knowledge and facts that reject the existence of it. Ignorance 
combined with the desire to get control over the environment 
gave birth to superstition. In the ancient days all the people were 
aficionados of superstition, but according to the given definition 
they were not superstitious because they had no knowledge of 
existing objects and the cause of happenings. They persistently 
endeavoured their best to know the truth of the universe. With 
the passage of time their visionary explanations and superstitions 
integrated with their consciousness as prominent part of it. 
Notwithstanding the discovery of some new horizons of 
knowledge based on facts and figures a large segment of 
humankind had been suffering from the plague of superstition. 
One branch of superstition has taken the form of magic. The aim 
of magic is to conquer the forces of nature by chanting 
incantation. In Egypt, Greece and Rome, the religious leaders 
and physicians applied magic to convince the people that they 
had mysterious forces in their control. We find in all the 
civilizations of the world the myths explaining and elaborating 
the nature in their own respective ways. This gave birth to the 
precursor of the practice of worshipping of idols. The myths 
knitting followed as a corollary by the people and it became a 
permanent social mores of the people as disciplines and 
institutions. Worship places were erected, offerings and 
sacrifices became a vogue. The rulers announced that they were 
the off springs of gods, and after their death they would became 
gods, as Ram and Krishna are historical figures and also gods at 
the same time. 

In fact miracles are also a branch of superstition. A 
miracle symbolizes a supernatural event, the event against the 
laws and principles of nature, occurring with the Divine 
Interference in the normal working of nature. Miracles have 
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been in every nation in every period of history. Is there any 
rationale of a happening against the principles and laws of 
nature? In views of the religious leaders we should not judge 
miracles with the parameters of science. Scientists maintain that 
there are no possibilities of miracles; Miracles are worked to 
authenticate the presence of gods and their forces and objectives. 

The ancients believed that the antagonism against the 
rituals of gods invited their wrath. For example: when fire burst 
out at any place it was assumed the display of gods’ strength. It 
is strange that our religious leaders, in the age of science, are 
adamant on the belief that such incidents and natural calamities 
are owing to the deviations of God’s commandments. 
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Evolution of Monotheism (one God) 


Introduction. 


Everything of this Universe is subject to movement and 
change; non enjoys permanence and eternity. All the objects, 
whether they are organic or inorganic come into existence, grew, 
flourish and are destroyed. The 99 percent of period, when 
modern human beings emerged, they lived before the dawn of 
present great religions of the world. They rather lived with 
religious thoughts contrary to the faiths and convictions of the 
present religions. Only two three thousand years of the present 
religions’ life is quite insignificant when compared with the life 
of mankind. 

Chronologically religions may be divided in three 
periods. 

[a] Pre-historical religions: Before the introduction of 
writing, we know something about religions through 
archaeology. 

[b] Classical religions : We have the knowledge of these 
faiths and convictions from the writings because man had learnt 
the art of writing. 

[c] There are certain pre-historical religions that still 
sway in some tribes because these tribes are not willing to 
change their social and economic ways of their forefathers. 


In the very primitive time the ancient people had 
embraced only one faith, the faith in so many gods. In the 
process of evolution of religion the concept of one God visited 
them very late. The journey of man from polytheism to 
monotheism took thousands years and during this voyage man 
had learnt much about his environs. Evolutionary he got 
knowledge that all the objects of nature neither had 
consciousness nor discretion. With the rolling of time individual 
position of gods began to slip away gradually into abyss of 
darkness. 
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With the progress in social and economic domains, 
society also developed a structure which led to the path of 
monarchy. The concept of monotheism in the present form, have 
traversed a long journey through the avenue of evolution. First of 
all the thought of monotheism took place with the worship of a 
certain god that held an ascendant position among the other 
gods. In different geographical zones, people awarded different 
recognitions to their superior gods. For instance, Zeus in the 
ancient Greece enjoyed preferment rank. This image is visible in 
the people of Egypt. Murdock was the greatest god of 
Babylonian. Similarly RE, sun god of Egyptians ruled over the 
other gods. The next progress in this evolutionary process is 
Monolatry. According to this theology it was established that 
though there were other gods, yet only one of them was worth 
worshipping. 

Before 1400 B.C, in Egypt, for the first time, the king 
Akhenaton proclaimed that only the Sun god {Aton} would be 
worshipped throughout the world as the only god because 
attributes of all gods had been embodied in him. Hence the 
temples of all the other gods were closed. This proved a 
harbinger of the concept of One God. The worship of Aton was 
not novel but the concept of one God was surprising to them. 
Akhenaton did not grant them permission to erect a statue of 
other than Aton ; but his endeavours to establish the concept of 
one God failed and the people considered it a deflection from 
their religion : after his death the worship of multiple gods 
regained strength. 


According to Darwin’s research : Moses was fascinated by this 
concept of one God discovered by Akhenaton, and to quote 
Arthur Wee gal “ in the epoch of superstitions in such a country 
where there were multiple gods, Akhenaton created ‘only one 
worship oriented’ religion that was second only to Christianity in 
purity and piety.” This indicates that Egyptians have the 
predilection to merge many gods into one entity, one God. 


Similarly before 800 B.C. the religion Zoroastrianism[a 
religion founded by Zoroaster] in Iran mentioned about one great 
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god and condemned polytheism and endorsed monotheism. 
Zoroaster introduced the eternal and spiritual concept of God. He 
had to face so many difficulties in disseminating this religion, 
but when the King of Iran Ghastasub embraced this religion it 
got the golden opportunity for proliferation. Zoroastrianism 
contained the earliest ancient concept of God. The name of God 
was selected Ahuramazda. This religion proclaimed God’s 
luminosity and embodied all the features that a modern concept 
of monotheism could offer : God, the Creator of all the things, 
the best Constant, Compassionate, the Authoritative, the Maker 
of human soul and the Source of piety, However the concept of 
Zoroastrianism of god was not Omnipotent because, besides him 
there was another force that encountered his every action. Its 
name was Irman. Every evil takes birth from the womb of Irman. 
The concept of Satan in the religions of Islam and Christianity is 
derived from Judaism, and Jew religion itself took it from Irman. 
Zoroastrianism preached that you could get paradise by 
following Yaz’ dan (God)., and hell by showing obedience to 
Irman. The sacred book of Zoroastrian, Ausamain contains the 
names of seven immortal personified. And from this Jews 
derived the concept of angels seven spirits before the throne of 
God. Historical testimonials authenticate that early concept of 
monotheism was introduced by an Iranian king and a Zoroastrian 
philosopher. The concept of monotheism came later in the 
revealed religions: the initial ambiguous concept after passing 
through the different stages of evolution reached the distinct and 
prevalent Islamic concept of monotheism. In fact as the human 
beings travelled around new valleys of the knowledge of the 
world and the universe, and found close associations among the 
different manifestations of the nature; he concurrently developed 
thought of a supreme entity, called God. Old Testament reveals 
that the concept of monotheism sprang from the religion of 
Hebrew and afterwards this faith in monotheism became an 
important part and parcel of the other religions of Arabian 
Peninsula. 


Before 1800 B.C. there was a semi itinerant tribe on the 


banks of Arabian Desert. Whose ancestors’ god was Yahweh. 
One elder member of this tribe, Abraham, migrated with his 
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family form Ur to Huron. There Abraham mentioned strange 
experience of his meeting with Yahweh. In the meeting Yahweh 
asked him to take his tribe to Palestine, where according to 
Abraham, he negotiated a treaty with God which became popular 
with the title “Treaty of Israel”. God selected Israel as the dearest 
nation of the world. Abraham circumcised to confirm it. Judaism 
unlike Christianity and Islam remained incomplete during its 
founders. For the accomplishment of the concept of God as 
Omnipotent the prophets of Israel had to travel long and tortuous 
archives of thousand years. It is interesting that in the Pentateuch 
{ Torah } God is named Yahweh whereas in this context 
monotheist religion Islam calls God “ Allah.”. After accepting 
one God, the Israelites felt the necessity of one king. The 
demand of Israelites merited consideration under the prevalent 
situation because this nomadic tribe now wished to settle 
permanently. Samuel prophet considered to do so is tantamount a 
rebellion against the contractual relationship with God, 
Yahoodah God was their only king. After 500 years of the sins 
and deviations from God’s directives of Israel, God granted them 
to make their king. Venerable Saul was the first tribal king and 
it was agreed upon that the symbolic rule of Yahoodah God 
would be through the king of Israel. David gathered all the tribes 
and became the first real king and meanwhile the chief of Israel 
tribe. Abraham, and his successors continued making their 
nation believe that they had a treaty with God by virtue of it, 
being the beloved nation. God was bound to favour them. 

Like other nations they also needed a sacred city, 
therefore they attacked Palestine and occupied it. David built a 
worship place on the hill of Zion. He made a chest of wood 
which contained the agreement made with God. Israelites carried 
it with them when they travelled from one place to another place. 
Grant Ellen gives us the whereabouts of this “ Yahweh’s chest.”. 
The chest was made of stone engraved with some expressions. 
Some conventions reveal that at that time it was supposed that 
Yahweh himself lived in the chest. The prophets of Jews kept it 
with them in journey and in stopovers. This sacred chest was a 
symbol of victory over the enemies and their gods. Israelites 
being nomadic were ignorant of a permanent place of worship. 
They used to carry the wooden box containing the sacred divine 
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tablets wherever they travelled, and when they stayed, they kept 
it in a tent. We get some indications of protest against it when 
David decided to make a constructed building for worship. 
Nathan conveyed the message of God to honour the obligations 
of the agreement to keep the chest in a tent. Hence David could 
not undertake the task, and later on Solomon could do it in his 
days of prosperity and harmony. The prosperity of Israelites was 
credited with the conquests of the neighbouring nations and 
heavy taxation. The reverent Solomon with the labourers and 
architects of Cana any (Palestinians) built a very grand temple 
with his name. Its construction took 13 years. After a fabulous 
ceremony the box containing the agreement with God was 
placed in it. 

The latest perusal of history confirms that though we 
find the traditional concept of Jews in the essential principles of 
Pentateuch, yet according to the book the tales of genesis of the 
religion of Abraham and the ancestors of Israelites were not 
monotheists, rather they worshipped their tribal gods. God of 
Jews who afterwards became mono God of the earth and sky. 
Initially it was not mono God, and the other gods were also 
inevitable for the flourishing and progression of life. However 
the loyalty with God of Jews was necessary, though other tribes 
too have their own gods. In the beginning Israelites did not think 
their God was more powerful than all the other gods. This fact 
came into light when Israelites began to settle permanently and 
with the co-operation of Canaanites adopted the profession of 
agriculture. They felt attraction in the gods of Canaan who 
ensured the good yield of their crops. Consequently besides the 
disapproval of their prophets, they started worshipping BA.AL. 
It was the wish of Israel’s prophets that the Israelites should be 
faithful to Yahweh God. They introduced in the prayers of mono 
God such religious rituals that were envisaged necessary for the 
fertility of the soil. Thus the rivalry between certain gods and 
Israeli mono God to gain ascendancy over the other lasted about 
so many hundred years. Ultimately Yahweh God was endorsed 
as mono God. With this triumph He became God of crops, rains 
and the earth too. After a severe fight and conflicts the Israelites 
developed an idea that their God { Yahweh } was the greatest of 
all other gods, and this gave birth to the creed that Yahweh God 
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was the absolute sovereign of all the world and the universe. The 
persistent struggle generation after generation of the prophets of 
Israelites defeated the god of Canaanites and Yahweh of 
Israelites succeeded to gain recognition as the only God. 
Hundreds of years, their faith was suspended between 
Monotheism and Polytheism. In Babylon at the time of exile 
the Jews became frustrated because they felt that god of 
Babylonians {Murdock } proved more powerful and he had 
defeated their God. On the other hand their prophets continued 
their endeavours to make them believe Yahoodah God was the 
greatest God and He was the God of all other communities too. 
Whenever there was decline and fall of Israelites, they became 
terrified with the thought that it was due to their deviation from 
the commandments of their God. At last Yahoodah of Jews won 
recognition as only God of the universe. The other religions of 
the Middle East also adopted Israeli concept of God. It deserves 
our attention to note to call mono was not the problem of 
mathematics because in Hebrew Ehad means unique. Among 
Jews the most popular name of God is Abenu, Our Father. 
Yahoweh like the gods of other communities had human body 
and human characteristics. In Old Testament it is referred “ 
They heard the voice of God who walked in the cool garden and 
Adam and Eve hid themselves from God”. Grant Ellen says that 
as Yahoodah was the god of creative force therefore Harahan 
appealed to Him for progeny. There is a legend that Yahoodah 
became pleased by the human sacrifices, and specially that of the 
first offspring. Hence Samuel prophet offered to Yahoodah the 
sacrifice of his only virgin daughter. Similarly Abraham desired 
to slaughter his son with the knife, but Yahweh [God] restrained 
him doing it because He wished to see the descendants of 
Abraham proliferate. The esteemed David sacrificed two sons 
and five daughters of the revered Salay to cool down the wrath 
of Yahoodah. Grant Ellen thinks circumcision took the place of 
human sacrifice. In Yahweh concept of God of Israelites, with 
the passage of time, began to converge the characteristics of the 
gods of all communities. We find indications of meagre of Sun 
god in Yahweh in some verses of Torah (Pentateuch). Yahoodah 
on a 4 wheeled chariot travelled in the shadow of the spread 
wings of cherubs. Electricity emits from the light of lamps and 
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burning flames. The moving chariot leaves flames and electricity 
behind. It is also confirmed by the event of Mosses and the 
Mount Sinai { ko’ h-e toor ] that God was being regarded 
possessing the properties of the sun and fire. The grandeur of 
God appeared to Israelites when they found burning fire on the 
peak of the mountain. It implies that from the time of the 
respectful Mosses to Elisa prophet [1800 ] B.C. the religion of 
Jews was not monotheistic in the real meaning of the word. The 
movement of Monotheism substantially was launched by the 
Christ who did his best to break down idol worship. After the 
occupation of Palestine all the emblems of idol worship were 
eliminated, and this virtually resulted the removal of gods in the 
temple built by the Solomon. 


The latest research reveals that there were three theories 
about Jews’ God.: 


1. According to Grant Ellen in Jews the beginning 
of concept of God took place from the worship of Ling god, and 
gradually the attributes of other gods merged in him 


2: Sir Leonard asserts that Abraham worshipped 
his family god, and this idol worship gradually turned into 
monotheism. 

3. Freud tells us Jews got the monotheistic concept 
of God through Mosses who followed religion of Ikhtatum. In 
Egypt the concept of monotheism was the result in the expansion 
of government. As the domain expanded the universal concept of 
God was born. The extension in the authorities of Pharaoh was 
imperative to make extension in the authorities of God. 


On the other hand in the desert of Arab, in 7" century, the people 
were worshipping many gods. Trees and Springs were mostly 
adorned, and among them the greatest god was “Ellah “ { Allah 
} who was considered the creator of this world. He had three 
daughters. { AL-lat } mother goddess. It was attributed to 
Moon, Al-Uzza goddess was attributed to Zoh’ rah {Aphrodite 
}and it was considered the goddess of love and the third goddess 
Man at , who was considered mysterious. Al-Uzza was specially 
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worshipped. Sacrifices were made at her altar, and she was 
attributed to the pillars of stone. The goddess was the symbol of 
creative force. There were many places of goddesses and gods, 
but Mecca held a special position among them because it had an 
old sacred Shrine {Kabba , it was decorated with the images of 
different gods. There was a sacred fountain {Zum Zum ). There 
were two sacred mountains with so many stones and pillars. The 
people would kiss the stones and rubbed their bodies with these 
stones to get elevation. Though it was referred to God of 
Abraham, but its name was changed. Arab name was granted 
already known as the great god [Allah] in surroundings of 
Macca. Abraham God used to speaking Ibrani, and now Arab 
language was declared sacred as Allah’s language. 


The images of sacred fountains, stones, and mountains are kept 
alive in one form or the other as well known Meteorite, Black 
Stone is worth mentioning. However the prevalent concept of 
God signifies the most distinguished and sacred figure. He is the 
manifestation of the absolute truth and absolute goodness. By 
virtue of these qualities He is believed the creator of whole 
world, and is omnipresent and omnipotent. He watches what is 
happening in the universe. Many a man thinks that the concept of 
one God is a mystery which confuses the mind. The description 
of God as He is above all the worldly limitations, distinctions, 
and characteristics, opens a whole Pandora’s Box for the reason. 


Everything is recognized by its definition, recognised and 
defined by virtue of its limitations, particular attributes, and 
distinctions that make them to differ from other things. In this 
situation how the Godhead be defined who has no limitations 
and is above all the description. Further he does not fall in the 
perimeters of space and time. Predicament of believers is to 
profess contradictory statements. On one hand they hold that 
God is above all attributes attached to man and on the other hand 
they tag on with Him most of the traits of man : as we say:” God 
would ask “ God Said “ when God becomes wrathful, or when 
becomes all compassionate and all merciful. Hearing, feeling, 
loving, hating, seeing, accepting and rejecting etc are the 
recognition of a man’s activities, and to attribute God with 
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human’s activities who is above all limitations, distinctions is not 
logically. Further man is finite in all aspects while God is 
infinite. We will further deal with the ambiguity and indefinite 
position of God in the next chapters. 


The prevalent concept of God. 


So far we have viewed the circumstances in which seeds 
of the concept of God sowed and flourished in the mind of man 
and reached the present stage after passing through the 
evolutionary process. History stands witness that in this world 
the religions were born like the other material and non material 
objects, lived for some time, affected the people generation after 
generation, and a new religion with a new code of life emerged 
which was more compatible with the changed circumstances and 
meet the instinctual, social and economic requirements. For the 
last two or three centuries tremendous changes have been taking 
place in the thinking of human beings owing to the discoveries 
of new horizons and avenues in the economic, social, scientific 
and psychological domains. Man has acquired so much 
knowledge of the universe and life to defeat the blind faith and 
superstitious creeds. A modern man only accepts a viewpoint 
and thought after testing it on the touch stone of intellect and 
objective observation. 

From the earliest period of human history to the present 
days religions and creeds in all forms and manifestations, though 
apparently have been different from one and other, yet all of 
them originated from the same fountainhead: there has been a 
false impression embedded with the general views about the 
world that the universe and all things in it have consciousness 
and soul; and consequently this thought drives man to believe 
that there is a great soul that controls whole the universe. 
Afterwards under the influence of this belief a system continued 
to come in vogue which met the needs of the region. 
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The objective of the earliest man to worship the objects 
of nature was to secure himself from the calamities of nature and 
appeal to provide them with beneficial things to meet his 
requirements of life. However a stage came in his evolutionary 
process when man felt that these objects of nature neither have 
consciousness nor they can move with their own will. The daily 
observations gave him an impulse to understand truth of a thing 
also set in motion and this was the beginning of scientific 
knowledge. It suggests that science and illusion began to affect 
the normal activities of man. The struggle of survival of the 
fittest remained always in conflict with the adverse environment. 
In this encounter man was very weak, and therefore he tried to 
apply his force of imagination [illusion]. Illusion takes birth in 
the womb of ignorance and further ignorance delivers the child 
of fear. Knowledge defeats fear and illusion. There is a little 
difference between an illusion and a creed. Both of them contain 
blind faith in an ideology and deny the need of research, 
experiment and proof. That is why in all the religions 
superstition is equally holds sway. In our daily observation we 
find even great religious leader with his best education cannot 
help being irrational in regard with superstition and nature. If we 
exclude superstition from a religion, it may cease as collection of 
creeds. The earlier man became a victim of false fallacy when 
he tried to understand this world because he was ignorant of the 
process of cause and effect. Learning starts from trial and error, 
and function of trial and error continues thorough out his 
learning. 

There are two methods to attain the knowledge of this 
world. One is to judge and examine the things as they are: we try 
to get the knowledge of a thing by observation and testing on 
facts, about the physical world, natural laws and social norms. 
This may be called objective or scientific method to know the 
truth of a thing. The other method is tinged and flavoured with 
personal beliefs, prejudice and likes and dislikes. Mostly such 
information about a thing is a collections of the figments of 
imagination, and is a mere fabrication entailing desires, longings, 
benefits, social pressure, prejudice and the impact of the parents’ 
environment. It is pity that such faiths and creeds are declared 
‘absolute truths.’ The scientific or objective method is difficult 
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and time consuming, and needs a ruthless research and analysis. 
Investigating proficiency and technique are essential to gain such 
knowledge of a thing. Sometimes we have to wait to get true 
knowledge of a thing. When science yields impartial and 
objective knowledge whereas the other method gives us 
uncertain knowledge based on verbal musings. Human 
psychology is satisfied by a readymade formula: A believer can 
conveniently find the answer of everything in the nature in his 
“imagined” invisibly supreme force. In such matters a believer 
insists that we should not involve ourselves in deep thinking or 
adopting a difficult path for investigation for truth. Here the 
significance of Nietzsche’s advice become more obvious “ If you 
wish to strive for peace of soul and happiness, then believe, if 
you wish to be disciple of truth then inquire”. On the contrary 
the scientific knowledge is universal; it can be tested without 
taking consideration of time and space. At the same time the 
religious knowledge is confined to its believers, and the non 
believers have no vivacity in it. It is strange that still today non 
scientific attitude is popular in the illiterate societies. 

The above mentioned methods of acquiring knowledge 
have been working in their own respective domains since long. 
Man being a rational animal cannot help thinking and masking 
images of this world in which he lives. He designed countless 
assumptions ranging from naive to the subtlest explanations 
relating to this world and life in it. In this context one thing is 
definite that all the religions feel about this world through 
illusion. The creeds presented by a religion are not supported by 
any parameters of common sense. They travel from one 
generation to the other and from one environment to the other on 
the strength of sanctity the followers have in their hearts for 
them. 


Personal concept of God: 


In the world of today, the concept of God that mostly 
holds sway in the society of illiterates, and is preached by the 
religious leaders gives the image as He is a person : for instance, 
He speaks, becomes offended, is friend and foe, punishes and 
awards, and always watches us. One may ask, why you have 
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belief in God, mostly a believer holds that every creature has its 
creator, and consequently there must be a creator of this world, 
and that is God. By giving this argument, he falls a victim to a 
bad fallacy that ‘God is an assumption’ when the argument is 
placed purely rational in support of faith. If every creature must 
has a creator, then who is the creator of God. If we have to stop 
on an assumption, why should we not stop on this universe: the 
non believers maintain that the universe became into existence 
by itself. The believers are contended to think that God became 
into existence by Himself. The assertion of the believers that 
God is the self created figure contains a contradiction: because at 
one hand they say that a creature must have a creator but on the 
other hand in case of God they defeat their own statement. Hence 
from the point of syllogism they stand nowhere. The non 
believers of God however stand on more solid ground because 
they offer rationale in support of their claim while believers have 
only blind faith. Religion hence can only satisfy simple minded 
people, and perspicacious people are not contented with blind 
faith in anything. A religion is the product of blind faith. But the 
myths and rituals attached to a religion continue to inspire life 
and rescue it from dying its own death. 

Now we are in a position to change the direction of the 
question and ask how this universe came into being. This 
question opens new avenues and vistas of knowledge. In this 
matter scientific knowledge helps us generously. When we sit to 
study the universe from this angle of reason, we find an infinite 
succession of evolutions and changes, and how a thing to its own 
limit reveals its true story. It is obvious that everything that 
appears to us is linked with time and space, and when its time 
and space change, the thing also changes. Our planet gives us 
the best example: on it countless species of plants and animals 
either are dying or growing. Most of the present great religions 
are agreed on the point that all things were created 
simultaneously when the reality contradicts this assertion: that all 
things that are perceptible to our senses were not extant before 
some billions years. Hence the question who made these things 
is the result of ignorance. To understand this universe and all the 
objects in it are mistakenly supposed “ Being” by their nature 
when the truth is that the universe and all the things it contains 
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are “ Becoming” by their nature : that every things is undergoing 
the process of creation every moment. The universe with all its 
objects is dynamic while the followers of a religion acknowledge 
them static. In the universe both destruction and construction are 
at work simultaneously. To say that this or that thing is made by 
God is erroneous because they are not static since its coming into 
existence. For example mountains were not present at the time of 
making the earth, rather it is fact the earth remained without 
these mountains; it took millions of years in emerging these 
mountains through the process of evolution, and they may not 
hold their present stage in future. All forms and manifestations 
of nature undergo the same process. 


The problem of creeds. 


The essentials of all the religions are to have a faith 
generated by the circumstances of a particular region and accept 
it as an absolute reality. The pre-requisite in the formation of a 
religion is to have a blind faith in its “truthfulness” beforehand, 
but “ this truthfulness” is insignificant to the followers who have 
other creeds. In the perspective of the above facts we can say 
without any fear of contradiction that the present great religions 
contradict one another in words and spirit. It denotes that the 
claim of a religion cannot be declared as universal and absolute 
reality. If we see from this angle of vision, we find that a 
believer of different ideology glorifies only his own religion and 
every religion differs from one and other, rather often they are 
conflicting with one other. The role of subjectivity prevents them 
to search for the truth of a thing. This fact becomes more 
obvious when the matter is of Omnipotent who though holds 
sway over the whole universe, yet confines himself to the 
personal likes, dislikes : the belief of everyone is not compatible 
with one another, and therefore cannot be declared absolute or 
universal truth. 

Now we have reached the stage of our discussion when 
we feel inspired to know whether the nominated maker of the 
world is administering it with a programme? Is he taking special 
interest in affairs of his creatures? Does he make direct contact 
with his favourites. And how the old creeds give in to the new 
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ones. The syllogism of the above discussion directs that all 
creeds and beliefs are the foodstuffs of the circumstances, clime 
and climate of each region, and therefore every creed reflects the 
thinking and material condition of the people living in that 
region. In brief all the creeds or gods are man created and they 
adopt new forms and manifestations in the new circumstances. 

It is disparaging for the ‘ truth’ to lay down some terms 
and conditions on the persons who wish to get ‘ truth’ of a 
certain thing, rather truths and facts are always ready to face the 
criticism and objectivity at all time in all circumstances. It is not 
possible for the blind faith which stands nowhere before 
criticism and objectivity. A believer of a certain faith lives his 
whole life within the determined social and intellectual domain, 
and in addition his faith does not leave him even after his death 
and awards or punishes him for his good and bad deeds in his 
life. A moment’s thought over it further makes the matter more 
illogical: for example suppose there is a man who is born and 
grows in a jungle, he with great devotion worship a tree or an 
animal in veneration of the faith he inherits, how can he be 
convicted for being infidel or committing blaspheme etc. From 
this discussion we infer without hesitation of fear of 
contradiction that in the world of creeds, man himself plays the 
pivotal role; his one glance turns a stone to god and converts 
capricious hypothesis into an absolute reality. The question, God 
exists or not seems immaterial if we take it in the broader sense 
including the other objects of nature in the ambit of our 
speculation: the question relates only to the thinking of human 
beings ignoring ruthlessly other things that are part and parcel in 
constituting the universe and things in it: inorganic matter, 
animals and plants are quite indifferent to such fanciful 
problems. This is the man who at a certain level of his awareness 
admits the existence of God and at the other level of his 
awareness denies His existence. Only man claims his contact 
with God. It bears out that to make or mar the image of God is at 
the sweet will of man. Hence the existence of man is prerequisite 
for the existence of God. It is common observation that an atheist 
leads his life in a normal way as a theist does. In a way an atheist 
lives a better life because he is not entangled in any quicksand of 
illusions, and faces the problems of life in its true perspective, 
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whereas a theist writhes throughout his life with the feelings of 
sins committed and not committed. He under manifold delusions 
either lives a tortuous life or a hypocritical life. It is no 
exaggeration but a vital fact that only those who have a faith 
become often hypocrite, and who have no faith perceive life as it 
is and pass it according to its requirements. From these premises 
only one inference is possible that an atheist, not committed to 
any creeds, neither falls a victim to hypocrisy nor becomes guilty 
conscious while a man committed to creeds cannot escape from 
these effects. “to err is human” and he cannot go against his 
grains though he may be a saint.” A man is neither a saint nor a 
sinner, but emulsion of the two” [ George Eliot]. There is always 
a conflict between wishes, longings, emotions that stimulate man 
for the procurement of needs of life, and illusions bred and fed 
by certain creeds that inspire fear of some super power in 
attainment of material benefits, and teach him virtues of 
renunciation and self denial. It is evident there could be no 
religious fanatic without courting double standard in his life. It is 
common observation that he is more greedy, narrow minded 
member of his society. It is because of the suffocation of his 
creeds and convictions that he has a distorted personality. 
Normal growth of a man is only possible by adopting scientific 
attitude to life because scientific thinking is corresponding to the 
inner and outer realities of life. 


The prevalent concept of God is self-contradictory. 


The prevalent concept of God refers to the creator of the 
universe of which we are an integral part. It implies that creator 
and creature are two distinct entities. The existence of two 
distinct entities inevitably tarnishes the Omnipotent position of 
God. One of the two distinct entities is the creator and the other 
is the creature. In common sense by virtue of being a separate 
entity, God becomes a fixed object. But the claim that God is 
infinite demolishes the wall between God and the universe. 
Unification of the finite with the infinite is inevitable. This 
unification finishes the conventional concept of the creator and 
the creature. It is logical the finite cannot possess persona of the 
infinite. Infinite is inevitably variable by its nature thus we 
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cannot give definite expressions to the variable. Our thinking, 
words and knowledge are helpless to define the changeable. That 
is why in spite of our acknowledgement for the infinite position 
of God we are under necessity to take Him in circumscribed 
position and this awards Him all kinds of human characteristics 
and emotions. He is a watchful king who controls the kingdom 
of the whole universe. He interferes in the functioning of the 
underlying principles of the universe when He wishes. He has 
feelings, is affected by prayers, sees, hears and is master of his 
sweet will. He is immune from the restrictions of any laws and 
principles. He is called the deliverer of justice, but the pre- 
requisite of the deliverer of justice is that one must follow laws 
and principles otherwise one can not be the deliverer of justice. 
In reality the worldly demands limited the authorities of 
God. It is a fact that every definition by human being would be 
inevitably within his observation, therefore man could not 
describe any properties of God that is beyond his conception or 
perception. Every image of God designed by man reveals his 
own world, and even the world after death also reflects the 
features of this world. Hence it is not strange that we find only 
such fruits in Paradise to which that people were already 
introduced. God is transcendental and cannot be made subject to 
any restrictions. When He becomes angry, makes material 
losses, and when He is pleased, grants material benefits. In 
Paradise all the things and in Hell all the punishments are 
associated with the observations of and conceptions of material 
objects. If God is not of matter, why His every image, attribute is 
the emblem of this material world. This strengthens the views 
that man himself designed and manufactured the protagonists, 
directors and the other characters in the drama of life. Now there 
is only alternative open to us either to accept God as a separate 
entity, or get Him confined to His own self, but the present 
concept of God refuses to accept such degraded position. The 
problem with the believers is that if they believe God is infinite, 
they have to carry the funeral of human’s characteristics 
appended with God: every religion has erected its edifice on such 
creeds of God. The most vital view point in this context is that 
every religion without any exception is born and enjoys boom in 
the world of illiteracy, ignorance, and economic backwardness, 
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and on the contrary in the advanced, educated and rich society 
religion has been disappearing in the daily routine lives of the 
people. It implies that in ignorance oriented society, blind faith, 
creeds, superstitions, worshipping, inherited rituals and other 
rites rule supreme, whereas in a science oriented society with the 
progress of material goods, mental and cultural elevation, these 
creeds evaporate. Does this not lead us to the inference that the 
worlds of creeds and convictions are the products of man when 
his consciousness was in childhood in the process of evolution? 
These are remains of the earliest period of evolution. The leaders 
of religions assert that the readers should not make literal 
translation of the events and words of the scriptures, rather seek 
their metaphorical contents. For example the voice of God 
should not be taken literally. At this juncture one may ask why 
such “ elaborations” only appear when science raises the level of 
awareness so much that their narratives become sceptical and 
incredible. Hence it has become imperative need of the religious 
scholars to mould and reshape the old propositions to make them 
compatible to the changed circumstances. 


Contradiction in precept and practice. 


The followers of every religion profess that the 
knowledge of their religion is given directly or indirectly by God 
to the mankind. One may ask in this connexion, if religion is 
really God given knowledge, why it is so that the facts and 
figures so far the religions have provided to mankind sharply 
differ, contradict the scientific knowledge and further throw the 
reader into the labyrinths of abortive thinking. Science yields 
objective knowledge. It reveals that God created world is under 
some arrangement and discipline. Man can exploit its sources by 
understanding its true knowledge. Had science not been the 
knowledge of facts, man would not have made great 
achievements. 

After this discussion we are in a position to call the 
universe the Action of God which means that the universe cannot 
be described other than ‘God-in-Action. And how and why this 
action is being carried out is the subject of science. The believers 
maintain that God given oral knowledge relates how and why 
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this action is being carried out, but history does not authenticates 
that religion has given man right and categorical knowledge 
about the universe. On the contrary every religion is replete with 
myths, ambiguous events and unreasonable accounts. It is no 
exaggeration but a vital truth that faiths have been persistently 
trammelled the struggles to find the truth of a thing. So many 
thinkers, philosophers and scientists fell victims to the judicial 
verdicts of religious scholars condemning them infidels and 
pagans. If these religions were God given knowledge there 
would have been no difference between the scientific data and 
the revealed information of religions. In fact the present system 
of creeds drives man to a world view which contradicts the 
awareness founded on scientific data. The clerics collectively are 
hostile to analysis, experiments, the theory of evolution and 
change, rather they are the champion of inertia. Since evolution 
and change are the nucleus of the universe therefore non can 
escape from its influence. With the material progress of the 
society, the people in the changed situation due to the modern 
knowledge, stated to reconstruct their elaboration about their 
respective religion. The question is if the religious knowledge is 
right why did the cleric concealed it initially and explained it 
afterwards . It could help in furtherance human awareness and 
knowledge. Now when the science is winning trophies after 
trophies and no one can escape its sway, the believers have 
began to dig out line of reasoning. In present epoch of science no 
body neither dare contend the truths of science and nor run away 
from the amenities provided by it. In these circumstances there is 
only option for a believer is to find a fellowship between religion 
and science. But to declare a fellowship between religion and 
science is itself against the essentials of a religion, because it is 
most possible science may change its previous findings when the 
believers have authenticated them. Religion and science are 
considered two gates of knowledge, hence religion oriented 
society is involved in an conundrum ‘ to go forward or 
backward.’ : they neither can leave their religion because it has 
become their recognition and nor they reject the services of 
science from their lives. The behaviour of clerics these days is 
weird and wonderful. They take the achievements from three 
different angles: 


37 


[a]_In the beginning they are taken aback to find 
scientific achievements. 


[b] At the next stage they start whispering against works 
of science condemning them interference in the workings of 
God. 

[c] When the truths of science prevail in the routine lives 
of the people, they begin to assert that this and that item of the 
religion also reveals the same. 

One may ask these gentlemen, if religion had revealed 
the ‘ truths’ now discovered by science, hundreds years ago, why 
they remained dormant so far. It is obvious that ‘revealed’ 
knowledge badly failed to provide man guidance in 
comprehending the principles and laws of nature. The excessive 
repletion of the myths and magical works in all the Scriptures 
drives man to think that the universe is not methodically 
structured; it is rather working with sleight of hand of some 
conjurer. The difference between is not only confined in the 
comprehension of the universe and world, it is conspicuously 
visible penetrated in the social life of the people. Conservatism, 
stagnancy and Status Quo are the salient features religious 
groups. They accept the change in their ways and manners very 
hesitatingly. The cause of their behaviour is that their religion 
projects a concept of ready made and invariable world, and they 
find a change may bring a complete collapse of their creeds. 
Science rejects emphatically the view that death and life are two 
separately independent phenomena, rather they are related 
closely with each other: destruction and construction are 
simultaneously at work. Men who claim to have direct 
communication with God describe the creation of stars, 
inorganic objects, animals in such a way as they have been the 
same since their emergence as they appear today when the fact is 
that it took them billions years to adopt the present appearance. 
They are, at present, too in the process of change. For instance, 
God made this earth, now the question which earth that was. To 
reach at the present shape and appearance it has undergone for 
billions years the process of change. 


38 


In the milieu of the above discussion and references, it 
can safely be inferred that if there have been the creator of this 
universe, there exists no contradiction in its precept and practice 
and if God desired to convey directly knowledge, he should have 
given true knowledge when the matter is quite opposite. The 
champions of revealed knowledge have been reciting childish 
tales and naive information that represent the very early stage of 
human consciousness in the process of evolution. We have to 
consider seriously the contradiction between science and religion 
and see why the data provided by the later is defective and the 
knowledge given directly by God cannot be credited in present 
circumstances. 


Satan and God. 


We find the concept of God and the concept of Satan 
goes hand in hand in all religions. God is a symbol of virtue 
while Satan represents evil. In such situation one may ask who is 
the creator of Satan. If Satan is to be recognised like God an 
independent and eternal entity, the position of God “ there is no 
God save Allah” {unparalleled} and Omnipotent is challenged, 
but if Satan is taken as the hand made of God, there would be no 
rationale to create main source of evil. This inevitably drives us 
to the conclusion that evil and wickedness in this world focus to 
God. It also tarnishes the quality of ‘absolute virtue’ of God. The 
concept of God, having human characteristics, projected by the 
religions contains inconsistency: it is maintained that God is 
absolute virtue, and further even the movement of a leaf of a 
plant is subject to His permission. He allows Satan move without 
let or hindrance. In this context how God can be immune from 
the responsibility of existence of evil in the world. Zoroaster 
keeping this predicament in view offered the concept of yaz’ dan 
{ god of virtue}and ah’raman [god of evil]. Zoroastrians [fire 
worshipper] weighed both of them equally. In the meanwhile the 
religions of the Middle East lessened the significance of the 
Devil and with this effect God virtually became the source of 
evil, and consequently the tragic drama of virtue and evil, reward 
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and punishment inaugurated on the stage of human life to flare 
up the passions of greed and fear [paradise—hell] in the innocent 
heart of humanity. In order to come out from this quandary it 
was maintained that Satan himself showed defiance to God’s 
command for prostration to Adam, and it resulted the disgraceful 
exile of Satan from heavens. It is said that someone asked Satan 
“why did you defy the orders of God.” He said, “ Before the 
present orders, I was commanded not to worship anybody save 
Allah. God created such situation in which whatever I would 
do, I was going to be condemned. If I prostrate to Adam, God 
was going to charge me for disobeying his earlier orders. In this 
story of Adam and Satan, the point worth noting is as God is 
personified, similarly Satan is too personified. We are induced to 
have faith in personified images. This personified figure with the 
title of Satan is breeding evils everywhere. God and Satan in this 
way became two sides of the same coin. The characteristics of 
human attached with God could only tarnish His image, similarly 
the traits of man attached with Satan belittle his 
comprehensiveness. The common observation is that who 
verbally condemn Satan and throws mechanically pebbles on 
Satan, feed Satan fondly in their hearts. Such action does not 
affect evil in any way. It is no exaggeration that religion has 
failed badly in offering a lucid and articulate clarification of evil 
and negative forces in the universe in spite of the fact that the 
main duty of a religion is to fight a crusade against the evil. The 
standpoint of a religion with reference to evil is the reflection of 
the awareness of man when he was at the early stage of the 
rolling of evolution. The question related to the subject of evil 
may be that problem of evil is only associated with the life of 
man, or it is at work with other objects and phenomena. In the 
discovered world we find nowhere the concept of exclusive 
goodness is pervading, We find positive forces and negative 
forces, [ evil and virtue }in synthesis everywhere. A thing is 
recognised by its opposite quality. We give name of white colour 
to a thing because there is concept of blackness and vice versa. 
similarly we have concept of evil because there is concept of 
virtue and vice versa. 

From the world of galaxy to the micro world, 
construction and destruction are actively in operation. This 
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syllogism denotes that existence of God and Satan inevitably 
correlates each other for their recognition. It implies that to 
measure this world and universe with the parameters of evil and 
virtue is wrong. These gauges are man made in view the 
historical and geographical realities. The question now arises , 
earthquake is ‘evil’ or ‘virtue ‘. The earliest man took it a force 
of ‘evil’ because it brings destruction for man. It is strange that 
even to day the religious men consider earthquake the wrath of 
God for the sins of man. Is it fair to call earthquakes ‘evil’ taking 
the universe into consideration? If we take this matter in the 
larger panorama, the earthquakes benefit man in many ways. The 
earth is mostly thought the best creation of God, the science of 
geology tells that present configuration of the earth owes to the 
earthquakes, and the beginning of life and its survival too are 
alleged associated with the effects of earthquakes. One may ask 
these clergymen the earthquakes used to occurred even when this 
earth was not introduced to the animal called man; the sea is 
heavy with the earthquakes. These earthquakes form islands in 
the sea. Are these earthquakes are the result of sins committed by 
fish and other watery animals? Are sins occurred exclusively in 
the domain of earthquakes. It is responded these are the 
admonitions from God for mankind. Does such ruthless 
massacre of some innocent and some guilty serves a warning to 
the others, is fair and just and itself is not a gruesome game. 

These submissions adequately prove that the divine 
‘knowledge’ which has monopoly to deal with evil and virtue, 
simply wheedles man by self-made interpretations of evil and 
virtue and deprives mankind of the opportunities to get true 
knowledge, whereas an ‘infidel’ scientist is busy to provide 
mankind true knowledge about this universe. We endeavour to 
find interpretation of natural calamities when scientists invent 
such implements that help to anticipate the happening of them 
and escape their effects. 

The reference under discussion was that evil and virtue 
are not two independent and separate entities. Common 
observation reveals that bad deeds or events may be good for a 
man and vice versa. One thing is undesirable in a certain society 
when the same thing is desirable in another society. For example, 
in Muslim society a man can enjoy the luxuries of four wives, 
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and a woman cannot has two husbands, and in Tibet the matter is 
quite reverse. In the social, political and economic fields of 
human life, the lofty claims of a religion seem ridiculous in the 
wake of new inventions and discoveries in social, political, 
psychological and economic fields. Before going deep in the 
subject of evil and virtue it is well advised to examine quality of 
character of the devotees who assert religion offers the best 
approach for a virtuous life. If we cast our glance at the activities 
of these creeds ridden, we will find awfully these characters 
sinking in the depths of the sea of hypocrisy, immorality, 
plunder, dishonesty, exploitation, idleness, lethargy, indifference 
to values of time, selfishness, affectation and religious quibbles. 
Hence it is enough to understand that in the name of God man 
cannot be protected from tracking on the wrong path. The moral 
turpitude and depravity of the followers of a religion is prima 
facie proof of their deceitfulness and selfishness. The religious 
men often argue that people have faith in the religion but they do 
not act upon the teachings of their religion. They do not know or 
deliberately do not wish to know the truth and values of the 
proverb, “practice is better than precept”. The fact is that such 
people have not the courage to confess the reality that the 
religion has failed to meet the present requirements in respect of 
social, political, economic domains, though they comprehend it 
better the incompatibility of a religion with the demands of time. 
Further one may embellish his religion with the taxonomy of ‘ 
code of life’ but it is a bundle of some creeds and rituals in its 
spirit and nothing else. Religion exploits ‘morality’ for its 
support simply to maintain its hackneyed way of life for its 
survival. In pragmatic life a religion cannot presents any 
appreciable impressions. Moreover moral values in a society are 
also production of the inhabitants of that society. The whole 
human history and even all the religious books are witness that 
in different epochs of human life different rather contradictory 
moral principles had been pre-dominant in different societies. 
Morality also has to undergo evolutionary process, and adopt 
different forms in its process of evolution. Hence it becomes 
evident that a thing or an idea at a time is in the garb of virtue 
may appear in the clothing of evil in changed circumstances and 
different society. Keeping this fact in view B. Bertrand says, 
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“Sin is geographical’. It implies that there is neither absolute 
virtue nor absolute evil: religions themselves have been giving 
different code of moral values in different periods of history. The 
code of morality establishes balance among men, creates justice. 
A part of moral system is such on which all the comity of nations 
are agreed upon but a larger part of it is linked with the social, 
economic, political, geographical, cultural, and historical 
background of a nation. To illustrate the point it may be 
explained that a theft, lie etc are recognized evil by all the 
nations of the world. At the same time we have local moral 
values in a society. For example, Once to wear a cap was 
considered a part of morality, but now to go bare headed has 
become a vogue. 

The incentive for virtue is vital with reference to evil and 
virtue. The problem is how you would persuade an evil doer that 
evil is injurious to him when he is gaining from practising it. 
Religions to solve this sticky situation created fear of God and 
temptation of a luxurious life after death. This strategy might be 
workable for the ancient man, the awareness of the man of today 
is so cultivated that such negative expedients and temptations 
have no impact on him. We cannot erect edifice of permanent 
moral values on the basis of fear and greed. Fear kills the 
capabilities of man to think correctly and leads man to the path 
of hypocrisy. Fear and hypocrisy impel such people to adopt 
double standard in their lives. This is the reason the believers 
only give lips’ service to their faith but in normal life they do as 
the circumstances demand them for their personal benefits. 
Another result of fear and greed is that the people begin to 
hoodwink their own creeds. They give more stress on the 
aspects of rituals which are more convenient and profits yielding. 
It is common phenomenon that the believers accept pleasant 
mythical stories without any testimony or inquiry as absolute 
truths. In such situation who care to test these stories of the past. 
In the name of a religion, therefore, fake, based on ignorance 
stories that grimace the wisdom and awareness are presented in 
such a way that even the educated people sometimes accept these 
fabrications as truths because there is no liberty to object to any 
injunctions of a religion. In this context it is strange when there 
is a problem between two groups of believers, they get support 
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of logic and reason to defeat the standpoint of the other but in 
reference of their own faith they ban logic and reason to enter the 
discussion as these are “forbidden tree’. 

The bedrock failings are that the relation between God 
and man has become commercial as the result of greed and fear. 
It is evident that the objectives of prayers is not to become pious 
and righteous but to collect ‘virtues and good deeds’ so that 
these may be cashed for luxuries of life after death. The pious 
relation of love and closeness between God and man which 
springs from core of the heart becomes shallow and mechanical 
when tinged with the philosophy of religious people. The real 
passion behind the prayers should be love and not fear. Fear only 
takes place when we fail to understand fear- inspiring thing. And 
when you understand it, the fear flies away itself, and a new 
relation of comprehension begins. To make God a bugbear and 
distributor of reward and punishment is neither convincing nor 
desirable. 

The present image of God is not only derogatory to God 
but also humiliating for the dignity of man. Virtue should be of 
usefulness for mankind and not for fear and self-indulgence, 
otherwise it will prove that they have no relation of heart and 
soul with God. 
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That Lives in Heavens 
-OOPUR WALAH 
(Nickname of God) 


Open and boundlessly embellished sky with twinkling 
stars has always been flabbergasting man since his birth. Sky 
was so attractive phenomenon of nature that man could not 
escape from being fascinated. Where he went he found a canopy 
of sky over him. Sometimes he took it, made of some fluid 
matter on which stars floated like boats and Poseidon ruined, 
with tempests, the sinful on the earth. At the other times he 
thought sky an arch made of solid matter, and were always 
apprehensive with the thought of its crash. Ancient engraved 
stones reveals in the time of immemorial man mostly used to 
look at the sky for a long time. The scientists tell us in the 
earliest period of man’s life the sky left twofold impact: man 
endeavoured to understand the invariable discipline and order in 
nature such as alternation of day and night, cycle of weathers and 
waning and waxing of the moon. He also desired unsuccessfully 
to reach heavens. In the exploration of heavens he developed 
feelings of the existence of something mysterious and awe- 
inspiring. Before 4000 B.C. the inhabitants at bank of the river 
Arafat, Babylonians divided stars in twelve multitudes known as 
Zodiac Signs. They determined the intentions of gods with 
reference to the positions of stars and made the good luck of 
their rulers guaranteed. People started to knit various myths 
about stars. Man sometimes observed some havoc in the 
discipline and order in the nature. He also observed solar and 
lunar eclipses, comets and thundering and lighting of clouds, 
heavy rains causing floods, violent hurricanes and cyclones. The 
sky has played a pivotal role in fashioning the present concept of 
God, who is Omnipresent, Omniscient but unapproachable. Sky 
has always been the abode of gods. People welcomed all the 
fantastic stories and mysterious reports relating to the sky 
without the least resistance. They thought the system of the 
earth is more vulnerable to dangers of the sky; therefore people 
always looked to the sky as they considered their welfare and 
betterment are directly dependent at the mercy of the sky. Any 
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irregularity in the seasons was attributed to the wrath of God for 
weaknesses of the people. To inculcate the image of God in the 
minds of the people the religion always exploited the name of 
the sky to frighten the people. Their knowledge almost was the 
data they got through the medium of naked eyes and their 
intellect. Now the modern inventions have proved that 
observations without the proper apparatus are mostly illusionary 
and deceptive, and further they started to consider their 
knowledge absolute and uncompromising. They designed and 
tailored the image of seven skies in order to create depths in it 
and appear mysterious: Above all a throne and a chair were 
fashioned for God to sit on it. Besides numerous tales about the 
sky in the ancient religions, in the present religions too reveal 
mystery of the sky, superstition and inquisitiveness have become 
a part and parcel of human psychology. The Bible tells us Jacob 
while on journey for Haran stopped one night for rest, and slept 
placing his head on a stone; he saw a ladder was going to the 
sky, and the upper end of it had reached the sky; the angels were 
mounting and dismounting the sky. God was standing there on 
the top. He called Jacob and said, “ Find I am God, God of your 
father Abraham and Isaac. This earth you are lying. I give it to 
you and your coming generations. Similarly Yahoodah { God } 
used to talk with Mosses behind the curtain of clouds. For six 
days God remained hidden in clouds and on 7" day he called 
Mosses! 


The God living in Heavens is found in all the religions. 
In prayers, people raise their hands and eyes towards the sky for 
divine help. Living of God in the heavens [ OOPER ] is so 
established that the believer of every religion calls God 
“ooperwalah.’ Let us analyse the consequences of this conviction 
and see how this nickname of God not only make God confined 
and defective but also implies the ignorance about the truth of 
the world and the universe. 


It has become obvious that all our knowledge, logic and 


wisdom could not make the image of God infinite. The position 
of God as a ‘person’ remains present in the unconsciousness of 
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man.; that he is ruling this world while staying in heavens. The 
question is why God is not present here and there and 
everywhere. One can see more clearly from above to downward, 
therefore man thought heavens [ above ]the best place for God, 
and it was an ideal place for his being mysterious and present all 
over the world. The assertion that all other beings live “down” 
{on the earth}, makes the magnificence and superior position of 
God undoubtful and substantial. 

Since the ancient man did not understand the true nature 
of the earth and the universe, his ignorance led him to think 
himself < down’ and God ‘above’. Now we know the earth is 
round, therefore we cannot determine its position as ‘above’ or 
‘down’: The shape of the earth is like a football and a football 
has no such directions as left, right, up, down. On account of the 
roundness of the earth and gravity, everybody is both 
ooperwalah and neechaywalah {above and down}. Now the 
question which of the ooperwalah does God lives in. For the 
ancient man it was likely to think so, but the modern man with 
his scientific knowledge is not likely to think like the ancient 
man. For example the moon looks above us, but the crew of the 
Apollo standing on the moon saw the earth above them. Relating 
the universe ‘up’ and ‘below’ ‘right’ and ‘left’ are relative terms. 
This discussion leads to the fact that the problems of right and 
left or up and down is the reflection of ignorance of the people. 
To go into the space does not mean to go up, rather it means to 
break the gravity of the earth and getting out of the atmosphere 
of the earth. Similarly the ancient man’s concept about “sky” and 
his faith about it failed to satisfy the modern man.. Now we 
know that the sky itself has no existence . It is a mere vacuum 
and is among the heavenly bodies at the distance of billions and 
billions light years. 

In the perspective of the detailed discussions and 
references given above, we can safely conclude that to get God 
seated ‘above ‘ in the heavens was the child of man’s thought 
and psychology, and the concept of God in vogue sucks 
defective knowledge about the universe from the mysterious 
tales provided by the religions for its life and survival. 
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Philosophy and God. 


To brood over the nature and existence of God has been 
essential part of Greek philosophy. We find even in the early 
days of Greek philosophy such philosophical thoughts began to 
emerge that sharply differ from the assertions of creeds and the 
revealed religion of Jews. In the earlier B.C. Xenophanes, a 
philosophical poet said, “ If animals have the capabilities to do 
drawing work or know the art of painting, the God of horse 
would has been like horse, and God of bull like bull”. 

After half century of [ 400-480 b. c ] a philosopher 
Critias presented his views : “ To have belief in God is a gainful 
fiction, the clever people invented so that man in his personal life 
might watch his deeds. This is the best method with the state to 
watch the lives of the people.” In the early days of philosophy 
unbridled comments imply that from the olden days a ceaseless 
series of critical comments on God/gods was launched. Up to 
2nd century the period was of arguments and discussions of all 
kinds but then monotheistic views of Christian God grew and 
virtually dominated the old creeds of nature worship and other 
anti Christian philosophical views. This resulted in decline and 
fall of the nature worship and independent analysis about God 
during the last days of 5" century and the beginning of the 6" 
century. In 7" century Muslim did not allow any philosophical 
thought or views of other religions other than their own to grow 
and flourish. It was their self-made world where their 
monotheistic God ruled supreme. Belief in inspired God who 
had rejected all the opposing religions and rejected disagreeing 
philosophies declared atheism, intolerable sinfulness, falsehood 
and libertine. Christians, during the reign of king Constantine, 
when secured full control over the kingdom, not only 
endeavoured to crush mercilessly other religions and 
unfavourable philosophical views but also battered different 
schools of thought. This was unprecedented in Western world. 
All the literature written in criticism of Christianity was burnt. 
The schools of old philosophy other than Christian were closed. 
Up to 529 B.C. philosophy and thought were made medium to 
explain, elaborate and elucidate the creeds which were already a 
part and parcel of their faith. Further the arguments of Greek 
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philosophy that favoured the monotheism were made a part of 
Christianity. Hence in such atmosphere there was a flood of 
arguments in the favour of the existence of God. Saint 
Augustine using Plato’s Utopia wrote,” God is perfect and true 
entity having physical existence. We have categorical faith in 
Him. Now we can perceive God with full certainty even in the 
most delicate form of knowledge. After 100 years of it Saint 
Thomas Aquinas said with full confidence: “The truth of God 
that He has his existence, we can now comprehend through the 
strength of rational arguments.” 

We can divide the relation of God with philosophy in 
three periods of history: From 350 B.C to 450 B.C. in this 
period there were open deliberation. It finished with the 
commencement of the 2™ period in this all discussion was 
restricted to prove that‘God is one’ [monotheism] and the 
validity of dogmas. After this period of fanaticism, the 3" period 
of criticism and suspicion as a reaction of the second period of 
religious narrow mindedness took place: It was fall out of the 
concept of God humanised. It also helped the use of wisdom and 
perspicacity. 

This period of history started with last decade of 17" 
century and is still continuous. There are two main ideologies. 
One is theism, according to this creed only one God who 
eternally and perpetually exists. He created everything; He 
upholds and sustains this universe. He is ever in action in the 
process of creation and is wide awake of everything. Man is His 
masterpiece. The other ideology is known as deism. It also 
mostly supports theism, but it denies any communication of God 
with man through revelation. According to this standpoint God 
once created universe and gave it a well thought out activity and 
made it subjects to the laws of nature and He is unresponsive to 
affairs of man. 

The first argument in support that God is Omnipresent is 
that man always believes in concept of God irrespective to the 
space and time. The second argument in this respect is that the 
universe is functioning in a very disciplined and organized 
manner. In the view of Aristotle the concept of gods took place 
in man mind for two reasons: First cosmic phenomena and the 
second is internal occurrences relating to soul. It is evident that 
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there has been a unanimous opinion that man everywhere, 
associated with any civilization, or living in a jungle or 
otherwise life had faith in gods {God }: they offered sacrifices, 
built sacred buildings in the name of gods/God and performed 
the rituals of worship. The only difference was they do their 
religious obligations in different ways; but all of them were 
unanimous that there was a supernatural force to function the 
universe. There was, however no unified and similar thought 
about this mysterious force. Had they false concept, they would 
not have present their arguments in the same manner. It entails 
the truth of the presence of God. Epicurus appealed that all 
human beings are agreed on the faith in gods, and this leads to 
the conclusion that man has instinctively and physically image of 
God in him. The concept of entity of God [gods] is imperative 
need for the capacity of man to understand. A creed which is 
embraced by all human beings is true and nothing but true. This 
is not the only adolescent aspect of the assertion that a thing 
acceptable to all must be true, but the stress on the affirmation 
that concept of God is present in human being. It symbolizes 
that our concept of God like sex instinct is entrenched in our 
consciousness. The critical remarks against this avowal offered 
are that the worship of gods has not been universal and more 
important is that invisible and intelligent force has diversity in its 
profile. Further in the modern age the successful atheistic 
philosophy, science and politics suggest Cicero’s hypothesis that 
with the passage of time concept of God would grow stronger 
and stronger and every next generation would have more 
determined faith in God was misguided. David in 1757 b.c 
recorded in his book ‘ The Natural History of Religions’ the fear 
of ‘unknown’ is the cause of creeds. Natural phenomena and its 
effects which were closely linked with human life were 
brainteasers to human beings. Likewise Marx and Freud have 
explained the causes of religious creeds and the continuity of 
them. Though it is not mandatory to accept them completely, yet 
after accepting the statement that God ever has been, does not 
sustain rationale: countless stories relating the origin, continuity, 
domination, mushroom of religions if brought under discussion 
we would find that they are associated with some social, tribal, 
psychological, and other native causes. As these features were 
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present everywhere, therefore their effects are commonly found 
everywhere. Hence this question still remains unanswered 
whether there are other reasons to strengthen the hypothesis of 
God’s existence. Besides psychological and natural effects the 
other raison d’étre that helped in moulding these creeds are :- 


2" argument. 

“Tt is possible for a thing to be conceived and not exist. 

I do not seek to understand so that I believe; but I 
believe so that I may understand.” In response to it, Anselom of 
Canterbury [ 1033-1109 ] says that it is commonly true that we 
cannot conceive a thing which has no existence., but the matter 
with God is unique, as His concept entails His entity. Anselom 
desired to convey: ‘ I do not want to know the world so that I 
could believe it, rather I believe it so that I could conceive it’ 
However this statement of Anselom has been under criticism by 
philosophers and religious leaders including Akins, Kant, B. 
Russell. Descartes [1591-1650] presented his argument that God 
is a perfect model, and because this world is perfect therefore 
God exists: “ God in All Perfection, existence in Perfection”. In 
response to this assertion Hume and Kant alleged that a thing 
embedded with other thing does not have the same 
characteristics to which it is embedded, as colour of thing, 
weight, place, intellect, life and moral values etc. The believers 
in the existence of God do not find any distinction between ‘ 
necessary existence ‘ and ‘real existence’ First of all they take 
God as a ‘ necessary existence * and then they inappropriately 
infer that God has existence. In a way this neither explains their 
own creed nor provides any evidence in affirmation of their 
faith. A critic of Anselom, Gannile rejects this argument and 
asks if you can prove the existence of a thing which takes place 
in a perfect form in your conception. Of course you can imagine 
the perfect Island, even then this is not the ‘absolute’ perfect 
Island, because there exists a probability for more perfect Island 
in real figure as well in your conception than your imagined one. 
Your conceived Island only exists in your hypothesis. At this 
stage logical discussion gets going: if I already have belief in 
God, it is evident I could not believe the bigger one; and I also 
have to believe that my God is eternal and He must be eternal. 
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The main question remains alive: if He really exists. In the 
support of the existence of God so many arguments are given 
with reference to the creation of the earth and the sky; such 
questions are raised, what essential are the causes of changes and 
action in the universe? Whether the universe is perpetual or it 
has its beginning? We cannot abstain from giving the answers of 
these questions on the plea that they are mere suppositions/ the 
responses have already been given: The behaviour is not 
definite; it is with the intention to prove the existence of God at 
all costs. 

In context of the theory of change and motion, Plato 
maintains that it is not possible that a thing which is an effect of 
a motion of a thing might be Self-Moved thing. However when 
a self moved thing changes the other, and the other, other one, in 
this way a countless things set in motion. Hence we should be 
convinced that the origin of all motions is really self moved 
thing. This is the oldest and the strongest principle of motion. 
We can infer from this syllogism that there is some unmoved 
mover known to the people as God. Plato further maintains that 
self moved is a unique trait: every living thing has soul [psyche] 
which may be defined “The Motion Which Can Move itself’ and 
it was, it is and it will remain everlasting. That is why all things 
are associated with gods. Aristotle differs with him and says 
motion is not eternal, nor it has a beginning point. All living 
beings in fact do not move independently. They move in 
accordance to their environment combined with the system of 
their organs. All moving objects depend for their motion to the 
absolute force which itself is unmoved mover, eternal and 
dimensionless. Aristotle arrives at the conclusion that there is 
some unmoved mover and that mover is infinite and 
dimensionless. From the above arguments it becomes evident 
that Plato gives the concept of Self Moved Mover when Aristotle 
gives the concept of Unmoved Mover. It is important to note 
that the concept of Plato became more popular because 
Christianity believes in immutable God. There is a common 
objection against these arguments that one should not be forced 
to accept existence of a certain immoveable force which runs the 
universe. And if anyone does not accept this hypothesis he 
should not be declared wicked and infidel. So far there is 
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likelihood of change in a thing; it is not wise to believe in 
Unquestionable Vindication in the matter of Chance and Motion. 
Then one may ask what about Unmoved Mover. How can one 
say the question about the cause of ‘mover’ is non sense.. 

The followers of Aristotle pointed out God who is 
infinite and maker of miracles is not residing in a corner of the 
universe. That is another kind of system that is maintaining the 
universe. It is like table tennis, where you are managing the 
game and himself playing at the same time. This argument also 
is not free of objection: It is obvious that Aristotle’s theory fails 
to guide us in our search to find modus operandi of the inner 
working of the universe. A predecessor of Aristotle [Strato] who 
died in 269 b.c. he established that there seems no purpose in 
making this universe. Moreover the features so far explored are 
the final explanation of this world. Explanation and elaboration 
are within the world. This objection on the theory of Aristotle 
central that Bayle and Hume named it Stratonian Atheism. 

Another line of reasoning presented by Muslim religious 
leaders and philosophers is known with the title of ‘Speech’. The 
pivotal problem was that if the series of ‘occurrences’ go up to 
the infinite or not. According to the theory of “Speech” it is not 
possible. This world has a definite starting point. The universe 
did not emerge out of nothing. It must has its creator [God}. 
Now the problem was that there was not any tangible reasons to 
prove that in the past series of incidents could not reach infinite. 
In 6" century a Christian scholar, Philophonus, and a Muslim 
philosopher Alkendi [800-870] projected their views. According 
to this theory “if the universe had been perpetual there would 
have been an endless series of generations on the earth after its 
coming into being, but it is not possible to travel on eternal earth; 
hence if the universe is everlasting, everything present at that 
time would never had been existent. Through this standpoint it 
was to prove that a fixed time had passed when the universe 
came into existence. To make it credible it is necessary to make 
a difference between actual and potential infinites. Though all 
this discussion may support that the infiniteness of the past 
happenings was incoherent, yet we cannot prove such concept of 
God who created the universe. It could only tell us that the 
universe is not old to infinity. The theory of science ‘Big Bang’ 
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also agrees to this theory. But the question how did this universe 
came into being will remain unsolved. 

Irrespective to the fact whether the universe is eternal 
according to Aristotle or started at a certain time as the theory of 
Speech proposed, Ib’-n-se-’na [ 980-1037] presented his view 
point : < the universe is made of evanescent things, it implies 
they are born and die. It also suggests it is not necessary for the 
things to have their entities. They never have entities or will not 
have entities. But everything cannot be so, otherwise there 
would had been time when there was nothing. This means that 
when there was nothing, then nothing produced nothing. 
Therefore there must had been a certain entity which caused 
creation of all things. and its entity was not necessary, and that 
being is God. This proposition is subject to so many difficulties. 
Opposing this , Hume says.” Suppose a thing is composed of 20 
moving particles. I tell the cause of every moving particle 
separately, and it would be unfair to ask me the cause of moving 
of all the particles, when the cause of every particle has been 
told. “ One may ask why we stress there was something instead 
of saying that there was initially nothing. Motion present in the 
matter is the cause of its first motion, it too has its first motion as 
the cause of its motion, in this way this series of actions 
continues to the infinity. We cannot come out from this 
labyrinths in this way. According to the Principal of Sufficient 
Reason, no ‘fact’ can be true or we cannot say any maxim true 
till it enjoys sufficient reason, such reason which does not needs 
further reason. This reason should be searched outside the 
matter, and this is the last reason of the events and this is 
available only in God that has been administering the series of 
motions. The above given standpoint is given by Leibrunz, but 
the problem is still unsolved, with the objection why does God is 
exempted from this principle? The possible response of it may be 
that the principle of explanation only applies with material 
world. But if the principle only applies with material world, the 
explanation of material world should be done remaining in the 
context of matter. 

Another oldest argument in favour of God’s existence is 
well known with the name of ‘Design Argument’. Psalmist 
recorded: “ when I look at the sky, Oh my God I see the 
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perfection in your fingers in your art, how you make the moon 
and the stars”. Similarly, Plato is quoted to have said, “To see 
the sky means to see gods where their hard work is evident..” 
Analogous reason was already given by Xenophon [ 385 b.s], 
when he found inner organs of animals very properly joined.: he 
said to Aristotle , “ this perfect composing and adjustment 
correspond to the fact that these are designed and tailored with 
great care after deep contemplation. I can say without any fear of 
contradiction that its formation is not by chance.” Likewise he 
observed the same perfect composing and fusion in the process 
of intercourse of animals to make reproduction ensured, he 
arrived at the conclusion: “ There is no doubt this symbolizes 
HIS providence and wisdom who created animals with carefully 
contemplated produced.”’. Another reason given by Cicero. 

He after observing objects in the sky said, “This universe is 
functioning under certain fixed and uniform system. This refers 
to a natural line of reasoning to the superior most architect and 
the sovereign who is managing so tremendous configuration.”. In 
view of Hume this line of argument is instituted on man’s own 
daily observation that there is certainly some intelligent being 
who runs this universe. As man himself is intelligent and has the 
capabilities to perceive and devise, therefore he attributes the 
same properties to God. The thought of intelligent is his own 
reflection. The concept of the creator comes into his mind for he 
sees that he himself makes things for some purposes and does 
this with some contrivance. This thinking leads him to the 
conclusion that there must have been some being who designed 
and tailored the universe with divine intervention with certain 
mission. Aquinas recorded his views : “ We observe every 
natural object is going to its end. Now the question is the object 
with no knowledge cannot move towards its end, until and unless 
some intelligent and resourceful directs it to move to a certain 
end. This is reasonable enough to prove that there must have 
been some intelligent ‘self’? who has directed all the natural 
objects to move toward their respective destination, this ;self’ is 
known as God.”. Aquinas assumption is founded on the 
statement that all natural objects and process that are moving, are 
pre-planned. Similarly, Dante in his book Divine Comedy writes, 
“take a thing and find a coherent arrangement in it and this 
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characteristic makes the universe similitude of God. Therefore I 
will say that everything is leaning to its source, where it is 
moving in its respective part of its ‘self’ ‘s boundless space, 
where it have to move in accordance with its instinct which has 
already been granted to it”. Supporting these views J.S .Mill in 
his book “Three Essays on Religion’ writes : “ The things made 
by some intelligent brain have some special qualities that we 
observe, we find the whole system of the nature worth noting 
part of it displays these special qualities. Hence we will be 
justified if we refer the visible similarity to its cause. The visible 
attractive reasons given above also contain a problem: when “the 
specific qualities are linked with some purposeful policy or 
objective, the whole reasons becomes vulnerable and 
unsustainable. The theory that the universe was designed and 
fashioned with some will and purpose has been rejected by 
Hume and again by Darwin by presenting the theory of Natural 
Selection. They maintain that the objectives to be attained in 
views would be the circumstances which have no purpose to 
achieve. For example, from religious point of view we would say 
that Ozone Layer has been designed and tailored with great art, 
skill and wisdom by intelligent one {God} to save life from 
destructive rays of the sun. But with equal justice it can be 
maintained that it is the result of a natural process. Moreover the 
other natural processes we find in natural will remain unsolved 
with reference to their explanations. In addition to it, a machine 
made by human intellect is in accordance with physical laws. 
Man applies the principles of nature when the system of nature 
itself consists in laws of nature. In the light of the above 
discussion and references it can be inferred that application of 
laws of nature and the creation of natural principles are two 
different phenomena. Whatever nature contains is not a separate 
and independent part of it, rather it is what Exists.. Hume holds, 
the eternal and creative system we find in nature is inherent and 
it is neither astonishing nor incomprehensible. The chaos might 
have been in the past, and to prove why this universe is so 
disciplined, and not chaotic, it is not necessary to present theory 
relative to the earth, when this has been proved in the universe 
both discipline and chaos work. The proposition that there must 
have been some designer of the universe attracts certain other 
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questions viz it is possible there were more than one architects in 
its creation as it is in the world of human beings. It may be likely 
the designer is dead, or is indifferent to the affairs of the 
universe. His interest and concern for his creatures might has 
ceased, and he has become impartial and unconcerned with the 
happenings in the universe. 


Direct Experience of the Divine. 


Our present subject under discussion would be the 
assertions what Aristotle describes about “Spiritual events” and 
“experiences related to heart.” Which have created havoc in the 
domain of man’s intelligence and wisdom. According to some 
personal claims, some people undergo the experience of 
“communion “but this is embedded with a problem i.e. it is 
purely subjective. Such claims denote these ‘meetings’ with 
God are by ‘hearing’ ‘seeing’ or in extreme feelings in nature. It 
appears as man has lost his ‘self ‘< in supernatural being. Such 
affirmations are available in all cultures and civilizations of the 
world. In the ancient civilizations these assertions were so 
common that nobody took them seriously. Roman Christianity 
accepted these affirmations after a little resistance because such 
affirmations might be harmful for the ‘accepted claims’. 


In the age of reason these personal and individual claims 
became under severe criticism, and when Hume and Kant made 
big dents in them and linked the validity of them with the 
touchstone of reason, the prominent figures of religions, 
specially belong to Protestant began to present these < 
experiences’ as the proof for the existence of God. Meeting with 
God is not normal as it is to meet a person, or with a thing 
acquainting because the man and the thing both are approachable 
with each other, but in the claim of meeting with God this 
process is not possible. What is the significance of these 
experiences, it has two possible answers: 


[a] there is really existence of God who has separate and 


independent being who blesses a certain person with the meeting 
[b] these affirmations have no truth except the claimer of 
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this experience is backbiting the situation of his culture, 
civilization, mental, physique and psychology. In this kind of 
experience the man feels more strongly dreamlike atmosphere 
than the impression of a meeting with the mysterious being. It is 
a fact, the occurrence of the experience in certain situation, and 
the manners with which it is described witness that the subject 
already has the wish /expectation to meet a certain being. To 
strengthen this viewpoint the example of Roman Catholic can be 
quoted: The believers of this faith will always see sacred Virgin 
Mary and not Roman god. We have to watch the time, the 
circumstances when the man makes such claims : whom and 
how he worships, his spiritual conflicts and emotionally critical 
situation through which he is passing at the time because such 
state of affairs causes the meeting with hazy and different kinds 
of beings. William James arrives at the conclusion that with 
reference to this sort of experience only one thing is crystal clear 
that we can undergo the experience of union with such being that 
is much bigger and provides us consolation. 
The above given discussion and reference are enough to 
convince a man that for undergoing this kind of experience some 
provisos are utmost essential :- 

[a] We have faith in the truth of the religion, and feel 
possibility of meetings with the ‘being’ we worship. 

[b] He discloses himself, and we can meet him. 
In the absence of these essential conditions this sort of 
experience is completely hazy and obscure. 


Moral and other arguments 


It is also maintained that we under the moral necessity 
have to suppose the existence of God. Kant holds if a man does a 
noble deed, he must get consolation and preference, but our 
observation shows that virtue, preference and consolation do not 
travel on the same track, rather sometimes virtue brings adverse 
effects. 

In this context the question is whether it is necessary 
virtue must bring award.? Is it true that a man cannot do a 
virtuous deed without thinking of its award. Is a motivation for 
doing a noble deed is necessary? The other objection is that it is 
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not possible that our objective should be possible to be obtained. 
There is possibility that our almost possible efforts could not 
build a perfect garden. The champions of moral theory insist and 
emphatically declare all commands, laws, can emanate from God 
only. In support of their assertion they have to prove that moral 
laws descend from the sky and are not manmade traditions and 
conventions. The other reason they give is that God gives moral 
laws inevitable authority, and this authority should not be created 
from outside. 

The people create authority by the opinion of their 
majority to obey this and that laws whatever the cause may be 
behind the law. Josef Tailor projects his views in this 
discussion, he held : ‘there is a powerful, intelligent, outsider 
and watchful being whom we feel, and that voice of conscience 
is the reason of the presence of God. John Lock has already 
rejected this kind of theory. He holds that moral laws are not the 
products of conscience because different individual consciences 
give birth to contradictory moral laws., The most vital 
importance in this matter is that the directions of conscience are 
determined by education, company, social rites and customs 
coupled with other economic conventions of a country. J.I. 
Mashine further criticizes this point of view and says that it 
would simply be self-deception if we accept that the voice of 
conscience of a person is in harmony with the voices of the 
consciences of other persons and they would follow the dictates 
of the conscience. 


The highest standard and perfection reason for the existence 
of God : 

There should be an archetype and its similitude in 
inferior level be visible. Since God is the centre of perfection 
therefore His existence is adequately sustainable, but this has 
been rebutted as the highest on a scale cannot be declared the 
highest quality: if Jim is more drunk than Jack, it does not apply 
that a person should become drunk to the last extent. 


Miracles are also quoted in the existence of God. 
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The objection to this claim is: whether miracles occur in 
accordance to the definition of a miracle or not. If the answer is 
positive, how we can know that our knowledge is imperfect to 
get the true cause of the miracle or it is really God interference. 
It is also worth noting that all the religions, revealed or heathen 
believe in miracles. 


The argument of unconsciousness in support of the existence 
of God. 


It is explained that matter does not enjoy the capacity to 
think independently. It is difficult to explain how matter has 
consciousness. Hume gives the opposite reasons. He holds that 
brain is the most sophisticated product of matter, and specific 
irritation in it creates consciousness. In matter the characteristics 
of consciousness are produced by the process of evolution, its 
birth cannot be attributed to a supernatural/mysterious force. 
Berkeley maintains that the existence of a thing is dovetailed 
with one’s perception and not vice versa. Hence there must be 
All Perceiving and Ever Perceiving Mind. Hume commenting 
on it asserts to reach this result, we should be the believers of the 
truth of metaphysics, and this branch of philosophy is not 
reliable to most of the people. 


Atheism 
[ Denial of God} 
Arguments :- 


Denial of God can be divided in two categories 


1. To deny the existence of force named God : Reject the 
prevalent creeds about God/gods in a culture. 

2. In such expressions either people ignore or reject God in 
practice. The terms atheism and scepticism are commonly used 
in discussion relating to arguments and allegations against God, 
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but these terms are so ambiguous with this reference that in 17" 
century Spinoza was declared a staunch theist and atheist at the 
same time. In the ancient time atheism was not in vogue as a 
forceful theory because divinity also has no forceful saying 
among the people. It applies that concept of God was neither 
perpetual nor was as it is at present at least. We find record of 
atheism and semi atheism in ancient civilization. 

The religions of Confucianism and Taoism had the 
similitude of atheism. But when the popular religion of China 
embraced gods the religious fibre of Buddhism which was 
atheist was also affected and a section of Buddhism in Mahayana 
affirmed the existence of God. In the ancient Greece Plato was 
condemned with imputation of atheism along with the other 
charges. During the trial, Socrates angrily addressed to the jury 
and announced, “ Listen to me, I would prefer to obey God than 
to surrender to your wishes” Though Atomists Democrats and 
Epicureans did not object to the existence of gods on the sky, yet 
they presented such materialistic viewpoint of the world which 
denied the influence of gods. Epicurus was declared atheist 
because he considered gods dormant and indifferent to the affairs 
of the people of this world. God might be the architect of this 
world, but the point is, has He any relations with man perturbed 
Plato. He maintains that when a man deliberately commits a sin 
it is assumed that :- 

[a] He does not have faith in gods. 

[b] gods have no concern with man. 

[c] gods can be pleased with the performance of rites of 
sacrifice. 


It is astonishing the problem of evil gave birth to 
atheism. People began to think why despite of gods [God]’s 
potent influence there are evil, cruelty, injustice. Some 
philosophers inferred that there might be some supernatural 
maker of this world and that being has no interference in the 
affairs of mankind. The religions of the East felt this more 
strongly because they being theists consider God the creator of 
the universe and personal God too. This synthesis of the two 
characters hoodwinks the intellect and reason of the religious 
leaders. On the one hand their God is infinite and on the other 
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hand their personal God is affected by prayers, worship and 
sacrifices. According to this faith God is soul, pervades 
everywhere, is omnipotent and omniscient and above all He is 
the best archetype of virtue. But it is also essential quality of 
Absolute Goodness to protects people from falling victim to 
tyranny and injustice with His might so that people be defended 
from sufferings and grieves. It is sorrowful to find that all these 
vicious activities prevail in His autocratic kingdom. It is more 
sorrowful to note that the ruthlessness often wins over virtue and 
the honest men often live in sufferings. 


Hume points out this point forcefully: Does God wish to 
prevent evil, but lacks authority to do so. Does it refer to the fact 
that He is helpless? If He is not helpless, does He wishes to let 
evil prevail in the world. One can conveniently infer from this 
syllogism that He is well wisher of evil, otherwise He would nip 
the evil in the bud. Many a apologetic effort were made to make 
reconciliation between with the ground realities and the virtuous 
attributes of God. In the light of the above facts and references, 
it is not possible for an impartial man of keen observations on 
events relating to human life to conclude that there is some being 
that is all powerful and all good and has deep concern with 
human life. Thus a group of thinkers strongly maintain that the 
plethora of evil and injustice in human world is not compatible 
with all powerful and all merciful God. This group of thinkers 
became atheists. Hume rejects that God has only a single 
attribute of being virtuous; rather He is equally interested in evil. 


The atheists derive their argument from this 
predicament: ‘God without His entity is present everywhere. 
“The argument that infinite God and living God are incompatible 
‘ is attributed to Sextons . It is not only rejected by philosophical 
reasoning but our common sense too fails to understand such 
being who loves us, forgives us, command us etc but has neither 
an entity nor whereabouts . The parallel raison d’étre is to 
present that “being particularized” gives rise to some 
characteristics, for instance: with reference to some other objects 
and individuals there should be certain relation, peculiar 
physiognomies of the relating, the being could do deeds which 
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are attributed to the being, whereas from religious standpoint 
God is bodiless which denies the concept of existence, when all 
the actions of God are associated with body and mind. On this 
point the dictum of philosophy is clear, if it is proved that God is 
bodiless and incoherent, then all the creeds in the name of God 
would collapse and all the objections against God would be 
established. However we find though the reasons in favour of 
God are tenuous, yet they provide some probability of the 
existence of God. In this connexion Anthony emphatically says, 
“An accumulation of failed proofs proves nothing” 


The people who accept failed proofs, only shield their 
own flaws, as a perforated pail cannot hold water, there is no 
reason that such ten pails might hold water. In the wake of latest 
scientific viewpoints the sinews of the rationale in favour God 
are losing health rapidly, and this new phenomenon gaining 
significance to see the essentials of creeds, if these should be 
blind faith or intelligence. The edifice of creed can only be 
erected on blind faith because if rational arguments are presented 
in favour of God, they are to be countered by the rational 
arguments and this would make matter certainly more difficult 
for the believers. 


Rationalistic Atheism 


The confidence and credibility of scientific knowledge is 
indebted to the capability of science to present all kinds of 
explanations and elaborations about the world. Science is now 
in a position to defeat all kinds of religious figments of 
imagination relating to supernatural world, and in its place 
creates a faith in modern rationalistic Atheism. The Western 
Renaissance gave birth to rational atheism, and after its 
introduction it remained for a long time in abeyance. It 
culminated in 18" century. 

There appeared a long silver line on the new horizon of 
knowledge of French vocal and dauntless philosophers who 
rejected the concept of God. A sceptic philosopher of Scotland 
David Hume once in Paris said to his host, Baron, who was his 
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friend,” Friend! I could not meet a real atheist so far’. In 
response Holbach said,” Sir, your interest will increase to know 
that you are going to meet 17 such atheists at the dinner table.” 
This reference denotes the great surge of rationalism was 
impetuous. 


Romantic Atheism. 


In 19" century romantic atheism emerged as a radical 
protest on moral grounds against the concept of God. We find 
during this period Western literature is replete with the works of 
these romantic atheists. Dostoyevsky’s Ivan Karamazov 
invalidates God on the moral reasons. Would everything become 
unbridled in the absence of God, he questions! Meanwhile 
philosopher Ludwig Fever Bach succeeded in uniting rational 
and romantic atheism. He attempted to convert theology into 
anthology so that religiosity appeared man made. His 
rationalism was the product of Naturalistic Materialism which 
bespeaks that theme is the child of human brain. S. Freud further 
promoted it by giving it psychological terms. The greatest 
inheritor of Ludwig Fever Bach was Karl Marx whose atheism 
has manifold dimensions. He was a great humanist, he rejects the 
concept of God. He regards religion nothing but a stooge of 
exploiting classes, and therefore condemns it as opium for the 
working class. He firmly maintains that a religion favours to 
maintain Status Quo, and therefore instead of giving justice to 
them in this world substitutes justice with the promising of 
paradise. On the contrary, Karl Marx is a rationalist and negates 
the existence of God on the basis of materialism. Friedrich 
Nietzsche gave an impetus to atheism through his mysterious 
literature when his mad character says, “ God is dead, God 
remains dead, we have killed Him.” To Nietzsche the 
assassination of God was a great achievement for which men 
could atone for by making themselves gods. French philosopher 
Jean Paul Sartre [1905—80] used to say that * because there is 
no God , man is himself creator of his values and he have to 
decide himself what is wrong and what is right’. However 
existentialism in respect of as a underlying principle was neither 
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theism nor atheism, because the distinguished intellectuals are 
found on both sides. 


It is also fact theism and atheism cannot be declared 
antithesis of the other: they show the fallacy of each other. The 
believers of one kind condemned the believers of other kind. For 
example the Christian condemn the Muslim as non believers and 
vice versa though both of them believe in the existence of God. 
It is common observation that the non believers enjoy much 
more propensity towards struggle for truth, yearning for 
knowledge, brotherhood than who claim loudly for their theism. 
In perspective of this ground reality many a religious scholar of 
20" century have very much applauded the atheists. For 
instance: A Roman Catholic, Martian declares serious atheists 
near mystics. He said in their praise, “It is their greatness and 
magnificence that they fight against the evils and ignorance in 
the world.” It is common observation that atheists are more soft 
hearted and gentle than believers. The overt & covert reason of 
the faith of the believers is blind which consequently make their 
relations with God perfunctory devoid of spiritual depths and 
augmentation. It is not child play to become an atheist for this 
the scientific knowledge of the universe and life is pre-requisite 
to get the answers of the questions for which the concept of God 
provides “ short cut Solutions” An atheist has knowledge of the 
universe and broadest view of life; it cultivates the nicest quality 
of consciousness in him which may be called spiritual feelings. 
Hence without calling God he is more in harmony with infinity 
which is the essential trait of God. than the person who has only 
traditional faith in God. That is why the liberal and enlightened 
believers often praised the boldness of the atheists for they break 
the traditionally religious idols. 

It is observed that the atheists and the theists become 
united on the common cause for criticism on complacency and 
cheerfulness of the popular religion. They together reject the 
fanaticism in religion on account of which crusades are waged 
between two believers having different religion or sectarian’s 
fights take place in a society. The behaviour of atheists has been 
positive throughout the history and in every society. They 
dispelled the darkness of ignorance. It is palpable that what an 


66 


intellectual thinks is different often from the religious point of 
view. The disclosure of secrets of nature contradicts the 
standpoint of the religion. Before the comprehensive truths of 
science the prevalent religions project ambiguous and 
dishevelled concepts and assert that this and that have already 
been referred to in the religion. The fact is that the ancient man 
had already gathered the splinters of truths through his 
experience and observations, and religion has reflection of some 
of them. For example : if we get from somewhere an 
information that life began from water, it does not mean it has 
reached us through any divine source and made a great 
contribution in the knowledge of biology. Most probably the 
true story is that so far man had comprehended with his 
observation and experience that the source of life is water. The 
atheists did not like idealists make castles in the air, rather they 
did their best to get absolute reality through the materialistic 
explanations and elaborations of the universe and history, and in 
this way they contributed much to find truth through sagacity. 
They also proved that without faith wide prevalent concept of 
God man does not feel himself spiritually hallow. All the great 
intellectuals who do not believe in the religious concept of God 
are spiritually more satisfied and strong, because their belief is 
not founded on blind and inherited creeds, rather their belief is 
embedded in solid facts and is the result of attained awareness. 
The thought that the denial of God will make man walking in 
sinful ways is wrong because the atheists are not less gentlemen 
than God fearing persons, rather atheists become more sensitive 
because their behaviour is not entrenched in the drama of “sin an 
reward’ or ‘< hell and paradise.’ : fear and greed’. They 
endeavour simply to ameliorate their collective and individual 
life. In this world an impartial eye certainly will witness the 
societies where secularism prevails are much more liberal, 
moral, disciplined than the societies where religious dogmas and 
trite traditions are dominant. In impartial and candid confession 
we can without any fear of contradiction say that almost all the 
religious societies in the world who claim that they are the 
champions of * moral values’ are bankrupt and hollow in the true 
meaning of the word ‘bankrupt and’ hallow’ : In their own 
interest they are ever ready to abandon fear of God, feelings for 
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humanity and love for the country. The above discussion and 
references certainly lead us to the conclusion that the creeds 
ridden societies are pregnant with two-facedness and anarchy of 
moral value. 


Agnosticism 
Introduction:- 


Agnosticism, doctrine that the existence of God and 
other spiritual beings is neither certain nor impossible. The term, 
derived from agnostikos (Greek for “not knowing’), was 
introduced into English in the 19th century by the British 
biologist Thomas Henry Huxley. The agnostic position is distinct 
from both theism, which affirms the existence of such beings, 
and atheism, which denies their existence. 


Although usually regarded as a form of scepticism, 
agnosticism is more limited in scope, for it denies the reliability 
only of metaphysical and theological beliefs rather than of all 
beliefs. The basis of modern agnosticism lies in the works of the 
British philosopher David Hume and the German philosopher 
Immanuel Kant, both of them pointed out logical fallacies in the 
traditional arguments for the existence of God and of the soul. 
Conventional agnosticism is very old, philosophers before 
Socrates and at the time of Plato, Sophists raised many questions 
about agnosticism. Sophists in the 5th century bc, a name applied 


68 


to itinerant teachers who provided instructions in several higher 
branches of learning for a fee. Individuals sharing a broad 
philosophic outlook rather than a school, the Sophists 
popularized the ideas of various early philosophers; but based on 
their understandings of this prior philosophic thought, most of 
them concluded that truth and morality were essentially matters 
of opinion. Thus, in their own teachings, they tended to 
emphasize forms of persuasive expressions, such as the art of 
rhetoric, which provided pupils with skills useful for achieving 
success in life, particularly public life. 


The Sophists were popular especially in Athens; 
however, their skeptical views on absolute truth and morality 
eventually provoked sharp criticism. Socrates, Plato, and 
Aristotle challenged the philosophic basis of the Sophists' 
teachings, and Plato and Aristotle further condemned them for 
taking money. Among the Sophists the most distinguished 
thinker was Protagoras. He described his creed: “ Man is the 
measure of all things.” 

Modern agnosticism became a movement in Europe in 
18" century. David Hume, already mentioned earlier, was a great 
thinker of agnosticism. He negated metaphysics of all kinds, and 
stressed that all kinds of knowledge should be searched through 
sensations. Hume is considered one of the greatest skeptics in 
the history of philosophy. Hume thought that one can know 
nothing outside of perception.He strongly rejected creeds of 
eternity and miracles on the basis of inadequate evidence. 
However keeping in view his principle, he eschewed to deny the 
existence of God because it also needed adequate evidence. He 
advised to keep in suspension all sorts of creeds that cannot be 
rejected at present by experiments. 19" century seems to be an 
exponent of agnosticism. Herbert Spencer was an effective 
philosophy of evolution. He rejected the traditional creeds of 
God and firmly maintained that the last analysis be attributed to 
knowledge. Spencer wrote that all organic matter originates in a 
unified state and that individual characteristics gradually develop 
through evolution. The evolutionary progression from simple to 
more complex and diverse states was an important theme in most 
of Spencer's later works. Therefore the thing which does not fall 
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in the domain of human’s comprehension at present will 
certainly become understandable through the process of 
evolution. Herbert Spencer on the contrary of Hume’s 
agnosticism promoted it with the remarks: “The force of this 
universe is absolutely beyond our conception and perception”. 
Now it was the prime days of antagonism when Huxley invented 
the term of Agnosticism and presented his case. First of all he 
used this word in his discussions and speeches, then this word 
began to appear in his writings. Huxley strongly objected to 
accept a creed without enough evidence and also declared that he 
was not in a strong position to deny any creeds. He in his 
scientific theory admitted that there is possibility of a sovereign 
force in the universe which is omnipresent and omniscient, but it 
cannot be described. But he could find no evidence in support of 
his assumption. Hence he very frankly admitted his ignorance 
about the solutions of the related questions. It is also fact that the 
religious leaders also having no solutions of such questions, take 
them granted before their belief in their creeds. 


The essential theories in forming agnosticism are given 
below :- 

1, Epistemology, branch of philosophy that addresses the 
philosophical problems surrounding the theory of knowledge. 
Epistemology is concerned with the definition of knowledge and 
related concepts, the sources and criteria of knowledge, the kinds 
of knowledge possible and the degree to which each is certain, 
and the exact relation between the one who knows and the object 
known. 

II, The second pillar of agnosticism is moral values. Its 
doctrine is that the existence of God and other spiritual beings is 
neither certain nor impossible. 

An agonistic is as zealot and enthusiastic as a believer is. 
He thinks it immoral to have such faith which lacks adequate 
evidence. Keeping this in view, Huxley says this subject is as 
moral as it is intellectual. It is not appropriate for a man to 
believe a certain proposition without testing it on the touchstone 
of external evidence and cogency. 

W. K. Clifford belonged to agnotists. He in his book 
“The Ethics of Belief ‘ writes : “ It is wrong for everywhere and 
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for everybody to have belief in anything without adequate 
evidence, despite the fact that the creed may be true, such blind 
faith itself is a sin. It implies that for a man who is the 
masterpiece of nature is disgraceful and sinful to have blind faith 
even in God.’. Man is a rational animal, and to have blind faith 
in anything itself exiles him from the species of human beings. It 
is very amazing that the believers give so many arguments that 
thing should be reasonable thing, and present doubts and 
misgivings on its validity but they accept their inherited creeds 
without any reservations. 


Agnosticism gained prominence in such time when man 
attained scientific knowledge of the universe to such extent that 
the prevalent religions failed to get their truth accepted by the 
awareness of human beings with reason and evidence. With it 
the faith in God finished, however the verdict was kept in 
abeyance on the plea that the denial of God too lack cogent 
reason and adequate evidence. But when the discussions in 
favour of the denial of God gained momentum it became 
difficult for agnostics to maintain its policy to suspend the final 
verdict on the subject. Their assertion was : “ We deny nothing, 
we simply say we do not know”. But when the aspect of morality 
about truth was presented to them, they mostly began to negate 
the existence of God. : “We do not know, but it is immoral to 
believe”. 

An American psychologist and philosopher William 
James declared that the thought of agnostics was emotional and 
not scientific at all. The reason of James was to take risk for 
committing error is better than to leave the search of truth. It is 
obvious that the related discussion and reasoning was not in a 
vacuum, it was the time when man has gained knowledge of 
nature and control over it. It has become very difficult to keep 
alive superstition and hackneyed creeds in the name of holiness. 
In brief the questions about the existence of gods and God have 
always been associated with philosophy and reasoning in this 
context has not so far reached its final destination. However in 
Europe religion in its original meaning has been abandoned. In 
the wake of scientific inventions and explorations the philosophy 
of religion stresses only on common understanding, does play no 
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role in the affairs of life. However in undeveloped nations and 
non industrialised societies, religion still echoes the chime of its 
Middle Ages. 


The faith in the existence of God completely depends on 
some creeds or subjective experience. Following are the 
arguments in favour of the existence of God. 


1. Cosmological Proof. 

2. Teleological. Proof [Teleology] Theory that events and 
developments are meant to fulfil a purpose and happen because 
of that. 

3. Ontological Proof [ Ontology] A branch of metaphysics 
that deals with the nature of existence. 

4. Moral Proof. To prove the existence of God with moral 
aims and moral experiments. 

5. By faith 


It is self evident that all theories would be ineffective 


until it is not negated that the notion of God is nothing but a 
figment of man’s imagination. 
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Eastern Religions and concept of God 


In comparison with revealed religions of Middle East 
where concept of God is more personified/ humanized, the 
religions in the other parts of the East were more thrilled 
with the concept of infinity of God as they took all the 
natural phenomena are the manifestations of the Absolute 
Reality. Hindus call him Burma, Buddhists name him 
Suchness and Laozi calls him Tao. All these religions 
affirm that the perception of God is beyond their intellect 
and wisdom, and that His Being can be felt in ecstatic 
moods only. He adopts different shapes and this process 
continues. In the old Sanskrit Upanishads, Brahma is 
shown shapeless, lively and eternal. In the old religion of 
China he is displayed Tao [way]. In Gi’ta Krishna tells us 
about God in philosophical language, “ If I do not put 
myself in action, the whole will finish”. It suggests ‘ 
becoming’ of everything depends on motion. That is why in 
Hindu religion Shiva is shown in form of dancer in whose 
rhyme and rhythm whole universe dances in ecstasy, and 
the entire nature becomes one after the other sinking in it. 
Six hundred years before Christ, is pre-eminent to 
have so many spiritual and philosophical historic figures : 
Confucius and Laozi in China, Zarathustra in Iran, 
Pythagoras and Heracles in Greece and Buddha in India. 
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Two thousand and five hundred years ago Buddha gave the 
theory of dynamism of the universe. According to him the 
universe is perpetual entity and is driving force for different 
changes which are mutually linked with one and other. 
Hence in Buddhism acumen and enlightenment may be 
defined : ‘ Who does not resist the flow of life but keeps 
moving with it’. 

Likewise someone asked a scholar of Taoism, what is 
Taoism he said in reply, “ going on”. It implies that 
Buddhism, Taoism and a part of Hinduism try to 
understand God through motion, flow and change. Laosi 
defines evil and virtue, beauty and ugliness, light and 
darkness and all things and actions are recognized by their 
opposite qualities: there is virtue because there is evil. We 
have the feelings of light because we have the feelings of 
darkness: every action or thing is recognized by its opposite 
qualities. It leads to the conclusion that evil and virtue, 
grief and pleasure, life and death are not counted in 
different categories, rather they are two sides of the same 
phenomenon, extreme parts of a single whole. Krishna in 
Gi’ta maintains Absolute Reality [God] is : “ beyond the 
world of contradictions ---be in the eternal truth.”. This is 
the stage when a man feels the thrills of infinity in him. It is 
known with the name of * mystic spiritualism’. 

In the old Scriptures it is recorded about God. 

“ He is in motion, and not in motion at the same time “. 
“He is at a distance and not at a distance. at the same 
time”. 

“ He is in everything and not in any thing at the same 
time”. 

It suggests that [God] the universe is not only three 
dimensional but multi- dimensional too, therefore we 
cannot understand the absolute truth of God/universe. 

It is very amazing to find that the philosophical 
explanations about the universe of un-revealed religions of 
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the East and the scientific theories of ‘quantum and 
relativity’ converge on the same point. 

“Where there is duality, there one sees the other, feels each 
other, taste each other, but when everything emerges in a 
single one then how one would see the other, how one 
would smell the other and how one would taste the other”. 
From this angle of view the philosophers of the old 
unrevealed religions endeavoured to understand the 
universe. They understood the essence of the material 
world is infinite and finite at the same time, and the best 
comprehension of the universe can be obtained when, 
according to mystics the duality of “I’ and “You” is 
demolished. 


When Buddha was asked about soul, he said ,”’ Soul is the 
description of totality of the constituents. Keeping in view 
this beautiful definition of soul, the scholars of the East 
criticize the modern science with the objection that the 
methodology of science to comprehend the universe is 
defective, because science divides things in components, 
and analyzes each component separately to reach the truth. 
In other words science does not study a thing ‘as a whole.’ 
Before we proceed further in the matter, it is fair to analyze 
the methodology of science. There are some questions. 
Without having the awareness of a body, the awareness of 
soul is futile. It also creates another problem such as which 
came first, soul or body. Soul makes its constituents, or 
constituents create soul. The champions of ‘soul’ are 
superstitious and smooth out ignorance in context of 
“body” by telling the anecdotes and fairy tales of gods. It 
is wrong objection that science only studies components of 
a thing because when scientist studies any part of a thing he 
is not doing this in a vacuum; rather he is fully aware of the 
fact that the part of the thing under investigation is closely 
linked with other things and is also a part of the ‘whole’. 
Every reasonable person knows that without the knowledge 
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of ‘body’ the knowledge of soul is not only defective but 
also futile exercise, because in practical world the 
knowledge of soul is meaningless whereas on the contrary, 
the knowledge of ‘body’ is beneficial to a great extent. 
Journey begins from ‘ a part * of the ‘whole’ and not vice 
versa because ‘whole’ is only an abstract idea when a 
material component owns existence. For instance: There is 
a country with the name of “China”. China itself is nothing 
---it is the land of some people. Does “China “ has any 
significance without taking into consideration its populace 
and land. Similarly the study of soul without reference and 
context of its ‘body’ and the study of God without the study 
of the material universe is not sustainable. This illustration 
signifies that components come first and ‘whole’ follows 
them, first ‘body’ and ‘soul’ follows it. Hinduism and 
Buddhism says ‘there is a great difference between 
appearance and reality: what we perceive is not real 
because it is subject to the law of motion and change, and 
therefore we have to adjust it with the character of nature. 
Once a scholar of Zen religion was questioned, “ what is 
the right way to find God “ He replied, “ This is just while 
sitting on the bull , go out in the search of the bull”. They 
say, “This” is also “That” and “:That” is also “This”. In 
Zenism God is the name of the convergence of different 
directions. Three propositions are given hereunder which 
well illustrate the pith of the discussion referred to above. 


1. Be bent and you will remain straight. 
2; Be vacant and you will remain full. 
3. Be worn and you will remain a new. 


That is why in Zenism we find no strive for righteousness, 
rather a vibrant stability is maintained between evil and 
virtue. They maintain that it is not possible for human 
being to be always engrossed in doing virtuous deeds and 
showing reverence to truth, because man is neither a saint 
nor a sinner but emulsion of the two. They assert that the 
religions that preach only virtue, preach only unpractical 
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and unnatural lesson. Chung Tzu makes fun of wisdom 
and intellect saying, “ We should not appreciate a dog 
because he barks well, and we should not admire a man for 
his wisdom because he talks well “. The disputes related to 
thought and polemical writings and discussions are a solid 
proof that we cannot conceive/ perceive rightly and there 
may be a great difference between appearance and reality. 
It is the dictum of Chung Tzu : “ All opposites are polar, 
thus united”. Such thinking is not only convention of the 
East, analogous expression of thought we find in 
Heraclitus, in Greece. His some famous sayings are : “ 
Everything is flowing “ There is one way to climb up and 
climb down “ God “ is the name of day and night, hot and 
cold, war and peace, richness and poverty,”. Hot things get 
themselves cold, and vice versa, wetness makes itself dry 
and vice versa. Convenience makes way for difficulty. The 
waves of sound themselves produce melody. Acting 
spontaneously and accordingly to one’s true nature is the 
best way to understand life. 

Buddha at the time of his death said, “frustration and 
decline are intrinsic features of the nature of everything. 
Go on working hard with soul and body.” Buddhism is 
well known for his conviction of ‘Godless, Classless, and 
Casteless’. His teachings were simple and unostentatious. 
He repudiated the authority of Vedic rites and sacrifices. 
He had no belief in the superiority of the Brahmans or any 
caste distinctions. But he believed in the transmigration of 
soul and the law of Karma [actions]. The main purpose of 
his teachings was to free human beings from the grim 
reality of sorrow and sufferings. 

It seems that Buddha was not interested to satisfy the 
curiosity of man to be aware of this world and God, 
Buddha was more worried with the predicament of man. 
We find more emphasis on knowledge of human 
psychology, and accordingly he presented psychological 
elaborations of “wealth “salvation Karma” so that man 
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may be escaped from sufferings and frustrations. On the 
other side Hinduism though is the religion of mythical 
stories, yet it teaches that all gods are manifestations of 
one, the greatest godly truth. Its godly image is present 
everywhere. God cannot be completely comprehended. In 
Hinduism goddesses are not projected ‘ sacred virgin’ as is 
in Christianity, rather they are intriguing lasses presenting 
sex provoking, images in the arms of their male partners, 
because they believe the world of sensations is also in the 
design of nature. In brief, unrevealed religions of the East 
have strived to find God in infinite motion, change, and 
dialectical process, and this not only created philosophic 
depths in their thoughts. But the problem remains unsettled 
that in the East great efforts were made to get the absolute 
truth ignoring the material objects around them and 
therefore their efforts proved abortive. When, in their 
views, got God, they became indifferent to the material 
world. This attitude to life drove them to the abject 
poverty, backwardness and ignorance. They naively 
attributed every events and creations to gods/ God or their 
workers. They devoted their lives to spiritualism at the cost 
of wisdom and worldly knowledge, and consequently failed 
to play any role in the material development of the 
humanity. In this futile adventure they lost the gifts of 
nature and gained only false impressions of absolute truth. 
On the contrary, in the West the tradition of rational 
wisdom remained ascendant, where wisdom was 
considered medium to know nature, and the nature was 
generous to unfurl its secrets to them, they began to 
surmount the forces of nature for the betterment of 
mankind. In the East meanwhile the religious leaders took 
material world either ‘ greed’ or temporary sojourn, a 
threshold for the next world. They became glib talkers on 
the subject of spiritual world and made God so far from 
man in His motion, change, and infinity that this world 
before them became good for nothing. 
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Mysticism and God. 
Introduction. 


Mysticism, an immediate, direct, intuitive knowledge of 
God or of ultimate reality attained through personal religious 
experience. Wide variations are found in both the form and the 
intensity of mystical experience. The authenticity of any such 
experience, however, is not dependent on the form, but solely on 
the quality of life that follows the experience. The mystical life is 
characterized by enhanced vitality, productivity, serenity, and 
joy as the inner and outward aspects harmonize in union with 
God. 

To find God and his relations with the universe man’s 
awareness discovered a novel avenue known as mysticism.. 
Mysticism is very subtle condition of the inner awareness of the 
subject. Elaborate philosophical theories have been developed in 
an attempt to explain the phenomena of mysticism: in this 
experience the self in man is identified with the supreme self, of 
the universe. The apparent separateness and individuality of 
beings and events are held to be an illusion or convention of 
thought and feeling. This illusion can be dispelled through the 
realization of the essential oneness of soul. Then the mystic sees 
God in every atom rather every atom is the manifestation of the 
glory of God. From the past plethora of theories relating to God 


79 


and his relations with man, a novel but more effective and 
fascinating theory emerged with the name of Pantheism: It is the 
system of belief or speculation that includes the teaching “ God 
is all, and all is God”. The simple and the most comprehensive 
description of mystic’s experience is: “To the mystic the mystic 
state is a moment of intimate association with a unique other 
Self, transcending, encompassing and momentarily suppressing 
the private personality of the subject of experience”. 
[Reconstruction of Religion Thought in Islam P.24.]. 


It proved a great threat to the present religions which 
have secured the property rights of God, and have divided Him 
among themselves by designing and tailoring for Him different 
shapes and names. The present religions made a distance 
between the creator and the creature and thus personified and 
confined God. The religions divided mankind and distributed 
among the people the images of God, and conveniently exploited 
the superstitions of the people. The believers built their own 
separate temples, invented different rituals and sacred characters 
and holy places. In this pandemonium who is right and who is 
wrong is difficult to decide. Every creed recommends his goods 
for sale and condemns the goods of other creed fake. In such 
situation the mystic goes forward and liberates God from the 
claim of collective and individual property. In the views of a 
mystic the creature and the creator are not separate and 
independent entities. God becomes the universe and vice versa. 
Mysticism proved a heavy kick in teeth for the merchants of 
God. It was an endeavour to unite the divided humankind; It 
offered a direct encounter with clergymen. The cleric belittles 
God and attributes to Him human activities, and affiliated all the 
human feelings, emotions and manners to God, whereas God of a 
mystic lives in boundless space and time. When God becomes 
infinite, the whole humankind also comes integrated. When you 
find God within you, all vanity, selfishness, sense of superiority 
and riches become worthless. The mystics liberate themselves 
from all the instinctive and other personal interests; while clergy 
sinks in the abeyance of traditional narcissism, riches and self- 
assertion. History reveals that clergymen were always hanger on 
the kings and the rulers. They used to interpret ‘Sharia’ 
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(religious laws) with ulterior motives to defend the interests of 
the strong. If we closely observe the routine affairs of the clergy, 
we will invariably find them self-centred from the tips their 
fingers. 

On the contrary a mystic does not love “ I “ he loves 
you”: his loving care is for others. His preference is for his 
fellowmen, whereas priesthood believes that religion is a 
plethora of prescribed rules and sacrosanct rituals .Such attitude 
to life imprisons intellect and robs the person of his broad 
mindedness and liberal behaviour with the others. On account of 
adoration of the creeds and blind faith, mystics cried against 
such knowledge and advised to eschew from the knowledge that 
restricted intellect and divide God. When the subject and object 
emerge into one single entity, the relation of man with God is 
knitted with the chords of love, and fear flies away. Love is 
pregnant with self-expressions, that every atom of the universe is 
individual in its capacity and is also linked with the other by 
virtue of gravity at the same time. Therefore everything appears 
to a mystic God, < the drop slipping into the sea’. The kind of 
knowledge that mysticism brings is essentially individual in its 
character; it is figurative, vague and indefinite. In its attitude 
towards the ultimate reality it is opposed to the limitations of 
man; it enlarges his claims and holds prospect of nothing less 
than a direct vision of Reality. . Owing to the relation of love he 
calls God his beloved. On the contrary the traditional relations 
with God are the relation between a sovereign and his courtiers. 
In such relations sycophancy is applied to get the pleasure of the 
king. In personal benefits, God is even hoodwinked. To please 
annoyed God, easy and readymade remedies are available: some 
sacred words are recited, some rites are performed and an 
additional worship is done. These relations with God become 
purely commercial. In views of these believers every good deed 
can be bought like any article of trade, while the relation of a 
mystic with God is that of love which is above any personal 
interests. 

The vital point to note is that to the mystic, the mystic 
state is a moment of intimate association with a unique other 
Self, transcending, encompassing and momentarily suppressing 
the private personality of the subject of experience. The mystic 
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state brings us into contact with one another and forms a single 
un -analysable unity in which the ordinary distinction of subject 
and object does not exists. Since the quality of mystic experience 
is to be directly experienced, it is obvious that it cannot be 
communicated. Mystic states are more like feeling than thought. 
The interpretations which the mystic puts on the contents of his 
mysterious consciousness can be conveyed to others in the forms 
of poetry, symbols, and popular myths and their characters to 
express their romantic meanings 

Mysticism and philosophy have so many common 
subjects such as the nature of God, His definition and scope, 
virtue and evil. Mysticism has been in some way hued the fabric 
of the religion. It enjoyed much popularity among the people. 
When the people were undergoing pangs of oppression, the 
mysticism appeared to them a beacon of hope. 


The Muslims and Mysticism 


Introduction. 


Sufism arose out of various influences, among them a 
mystical overtone in some of the teachings of Muhammad, the 
founder of Islam; a desire to escape the hardships due to the 
social and political upheavals of the time; and a tendency toward 
quietness in reaction to the worldliness and extravagance of the 
early caliphs. After the death of Holy Prophet, the Muslim 
nation shattered to smithereens. One group began to garner the 
political benefits with allusion to their family, tribal affiliations 
and Arab nationality. With reference to the religion they claimed 
they followed the practice of the Holy Prophet. The other group 
was consisted mostly of non Arabs. It was more fascinated by 
its past cultural inheritance before the dawn of Islam. They made 
friendly relations with some members of the Holy Prophet for 
personal reverence. 

The former group fell out with one another to gain 
domination for their ulterior motives and the spiritual impact of 
religion on the people began to wane. The edifice of Islamic 
society, embellished with justice and equity by the divine 
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intellect of the Holy Prophet, collapsed and fell in the lap of 
monarchy. In these circumstances a group of God fearing 
persons came in the front who had no interest in the fights to 
secure personal interests in the name of the religion. They 
neither took interest in these wrangles nor they constituted their 
own regular party. They wished to find absolute Reality, and 
they devoted all they had to achieve their mission. 


In the early days of culmination of mysticism, the 
mystics prayed throughout the night in the solitude without food 
and drink reciting and repeating some name of God. In the 
search of the ultimate truth, mystics like the monks divorced 
material longings and worldly affairs from their lives because the 
affairs of the society were in the hands of those persons who 
were depraved and worldly interests were only worth caring to 
them. The institution of religion also had fallen a victim to these 
ruling forces. When procurement of personal supremacy and 
benefits became the cryptogram of life, the intellectuals and 
sensitive men go into seclusion. They set out in search of new 
vistas of life. However this analysis is worth examining and the 
intellectuals should make security that the Western thinkers, 
philosophers and scientists created pulsation in their shattered 
societies, and the nations survived with new hopes and advanced 
in every walk of life, whereas the eastern tradition is the reverse 
of it. Here great adventures were launched to get truth “within” 
ignoring completely “without”. They failed to bring any change 
in the domains of thought and economics. They became the 
examples of passive characters in the film of life. The mystics 
also badly failed to offer any ideology that may provide a 
stimulus and impetus to eliminate effects of the prevailing 
adverse situation. 

They might find ‘the secrets of the universe for 
themselves that have ever been disturbing man. The mystics did 
protest against the prevalent thought and money-oriented system 
but all in vain. As a result of this failed struggle, they were 
driven to adopt the path of mysticism, and consequently could 
not contribute their part in bringing a change in the world. 
However the creeds ridden clergymen and despotic rulers fearing 
the popularity of the mystics tortured them inhumanly. They 
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condemned them as infidels. It reminds the cruelties and tortures 
inflicted on philosophers and scientists in the West by the 
Roman Church. In the teaching of mystics the following are the 
distinctive points to note:- 


1. To substitute personified God with the concept 
of infinite God and the integration of the universe. It eliminated 
all the distinctions among the human race. 

2. To finish the relation of fear between God and 
man, and make God “ beloved” of man . The use of mechanical 
and formal prayers is vehemently hated in mysticism for getting 
the pleasure of God. 

3. To convert egotism into altruism. To save 
human societies from self-centredness and conflicts which have 
already trammelled healthy thriving of the societies. Mysticism 
knock down them and asserts the destination of man is “the drop 
slipping into the seas”. A mystic in such situation finds a glimpse 
of his ‘beloved’ in every atom and every person when the 
traditional creeds fragment humanity into groups and classes. 

4. The teachings of mysticism gives more stress on 
the mortality of world and life in it. This is also a reaction 
against the social psychology of the time when individual and 
personal interests are held more dear than anything else. The 
mystics desired to banish the greed of wealth in the hearts of the 
people by reminding the short span of life and man’s brief 
sojourn on this planet. They wanted to attract the attention of the 
people to the natural reality of the dialectical relation between 
the ‘existence’ and ‘non-existence’. 

5. There is deep meaning in their declaration that 
mysticism and God are the same things. By declaring God the 
symbol of beauty the personified God became infinite God, and 
was transfigured into an abstract idea. That is why the relation of 
a mystic is not of a worshipper of God; it is .the relation of 
beauty and love. He does not feel terrified before Beauty, he 
cannot help loving. The relation of love was unmoved by all 
sorts of personal and selfish interests whereas in traditional 
religion the prayers to God is hued and linked with the idea of 
greed and fear: reward of Paradise and fear of Hell. 
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In the early days of mysticism, the mystics were also 
fascinated by the paradise and feared of the hell, but gradually 
the nightmare of God converted into His love. In the next stage 
of revolution of mysticism, in their devotedness the facet of love 
and fondness is very conspicuous. They began to emphasise that 
the target of the prayers should neither be the greed of paradise 
nor the terror of hell, rather it should be for reverence and love 
for the Absolute Reality for which He essentially merits. In this 
context the names of Rabia Busri, Bayujhid Salami,.Shibli are 
more prominent. In engrossment the experience of the mystic is 
like ‘the drop [ self of the mystic ] slipping into the sea [ big self 
God] Love cannot be imprisoned in any dungeon of cryptogam, 
syllogism or laws and regulations, and consequently there were 
encounters between mystics and religious fanatics. In the reign 
of Umayyad and Abbasid power and wealth were concentrated 
with all the adverse effects which gave a new impulse to the 
movement of mysticism. In this age distinguished Muslim 
thinkers and scientists were born who selected intellect and 
reason their medium to attain the knowledge of the universe. 
Both of them urged for scientific attitude to adopt, and the revolt 
of the mystics against the dogmatism embarrassed the exploiting 
rulers so much that they fragmented the body of martyred 
Mansur hanging him in square of city of Baghdad. He was 
offering himself to the Absolute Reality by announcing “ I am 
God “. What he meant was “ God is All “. This was the 
consummate stage of mysticism [the knowledge of God]. Halaj 
was one of the greatest mystics of the time. He had learnt 
Christianity, Hinduisms and Buddhism very deeply. He declared 
his relations with God the relation of lamp and moth. 

Rumi, Jalal al-Din (1207-1273), Persian mystic and 
poet, whose poetry is permeated with the elements of Sufism, a 
movement of Islamic mysticism. Born in Balkh, it is now 
Afghanistan, Rumi travelled with his family during his youth and 
eventually settled in Konya, it is now Turkey. In 1244 he 
accepted the friendship and religious guidance of Shams al-Din, 
a dervish from Tabriz, Iran. Rumi hoped to devote his life to 
creating poetry expressing his feelings for his spiritual master. 
Later spiritual friendship again inspired his poetry, notably the 
epic poems Masnavi-ye Manav, which had an enormous 
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influence on Islamic literature and thought. Late in Rumi's life, 
or possibly after his death, his followers organized a Sufi sect 
called Mawlawiyah, known in the West as the whirling, or 
dancing, dervishes. 


The Sufi Path 


In Spain Ibn ‘Arabī [ 1165-1210] was about sixteen 
when he went into seclusion. Ibn “Arabi was sent by his father 
to meet the great philosopher Ibn Rushed (Averroes, 1126-98). 
The meeting was very significant in the sense that Ibn ‘Arabi 
answered his questions in ‘Yes’ and ‘No; and Ibn Rushed 
declared: “I myself was of the opinion that such a thing (i.e. 
spiritual knowledge without learning) is possible, but never met 
anyone who had experienced it” He made an innovation in the 
characteristics of mysticism. He inspired an impulse to 
effeminacy. He maintained: 


“ To see God in woman is more perfect than seeing the 
divine in any other forms”. 


The quintessence of Ibn Arabi’s theory of the universe is 
love. He supported strongly tolerance in all the religions because 
in his views ‘God is all’. The conception of God with man from 
a despotic king into human beloved took place in his mysticism. 
The mystic romantic poetry is replete with the expressions of all 
sorts of symbols through which a person records his feelings and 
emotions for his sweet heart. Cheeks, ringlet, eyes, eyebrows, 
win, goblet, cup-bearer[Ganymede Jocean, drinking house and 
idols. 

It seems that it is a psychological revolt against the 
religious codes of life which restrain the ventilation of the 
instinctively delicate emotions and cause a supposition in the 
society. Religious teachings negate the demands of a real life: 
Priesthood creates repulsion against all aesthetic aspects and 
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delicate emotions that make human life pleasant and charming, 
and in this place a life full of fantasies after death is offered. 
Priesthood negates vehemently all aesthetic aspects and 
delicacies of life on the earth. In mysticism the mystics 
abandoned the normal routine life, and applied prohibited 
pictograms and expressed unequivocally artistic feelings. No 
doubt it was a revolt against the fundamentalists of the 
traditional and hackneyed religion. Some of their precepts are 
given hereunder that reveal their conditions and how the concept 
of God in mysticism differs from that of the traditional God. 


Sheikh Hasan al-Basri [ 692-728] In his views character is most 
elevated than fasting and ritual praying. He once said, “On action 
of a man of right character is better than countless pasting 
prayers. 


Rabia Basri. 


She was the one who first set forth the doctrine of 
Divine Love and who is widely considered to be the most 
important of the early Sufi poets. One of the many myths that 
surround her life is that she was freed from slavery because her 
master saw her praying while surrounded by light, realized that 
she was a saint and feared for his life if he continued to keep her 
as a Slave. While she apparently received many marriage offers 
(including a proposal from Has an al-Basri himself), she 
remained celibate and died of old age, an ascetic, her only care 
from the disciples who followed her. She was the first in a long 
line of female Sufi mystics. It is also possible that she helped 
further integrate Islamic slaves into Muslim society. Because of 
her time spent in slavery early in life, Rabi'a was passionate 
against all forms of it. 


Anecdotes 

One day, she was seen running through the streets of Basra 
carrying a torch in one hand and a bucket of water in the other. 
When asked what she was doing, she said,” I want to put out the 
fires of Hell, and burn down the rewards of Paradise. They block 
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the way to God. I do not want to worship from fear of 
punishment or for the promise of reward, but simply for the love 
of God." 


Pantheism. 


The belief that God and the material world are one 
and the same thing and that God is present in everything. 
Pantheism is the view that the Universe (Nature) and God are 
identical. Pantheists thus do not believe in a personal, 
anthropomorphic or creator god. The word derives from the 
Ancient Greek: năv (pan) meaning ‘all’ and (theos) meaning 
‘God’. As such, Pantheism denotes the idea that “God” is best 
seen as a way of relating to the Universe. Although there are 
divergences within Pantheism, the central ideas found in almost 
all versions are the Cosmos as an all-encompassing unity and the 
sacredness of Nature. 


Xenophanes 


He was a great pantheist in the ancient Greece who declared 
reality unchangeable godly existence. He taught that if there had 
ever been a time when nothing existed, nothing could ever have 
existed. Whatever is, always has been from eternity, without 
deriving its existence from any prior principles. Nature, he 
believed, is one and without limit; that what is one is similar in 
all its parts, else it would be many; that the one infinite, eternal, 
and homogeneous universe is immutable and incapable of 
change. His position is often classified as pantheistic, although 
his use of the term 'god' simply follows the use characteristic of 
the early cosmologists generally. There is no evidence that 
Xenophanes regarded this 'god' with any religious feeling. 

The word literature has always been hued and tinged by 
the pantheism. Generally the masses’ religion is always simple. 
They are contented with simple concept of God. The religious 
leaders exploit this simplicity and naivety of the masses and 
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promote the concept of personal God for their ulterior motives, 
whereas cultivated awareness is the other name of exquisiteness, 
delicacy and subtlety. That is the reason that from the works of 
Western poets such as Wordsworth, Emerson and Coleridge, and 
the modern distinguished literature of the East and the West is 
replete with the propensity and affinity of pantheism. The 
progressive concept of God is distinctively visible in the 
idealism of Hegel and Schilling. In views of Hegel the soul as 
an Absolute living Reality with its whole awareness gradually in 
the process evolution begins taking shape of human’s soul. And 
this process remains continuous till the Absolute Reality makes 
intimate association with a Unique other Self, transcending, 
encompassing and suppressing the private personality of the 
subject. The modern pantheism is called Genetic Pantheism. 


The atheist have reservation with the theory of pantheism: 
they assert that the acceptance of limitlessness, unity, and 
internal forces of the universe does not inevitably ascribe to the 
attributes of God. The religious of the Middle East and the land 
of Arab do not accept the thought of pantheism because they 
believe in the personified and moral God who has created this 
world with a purpose. He has an independent individuality and 
also have close relations with the universe. However there were 
saints and mystics in the framework of these religions who 
preached pantheism forcefully and fascinated a large section of 
society. There are some problems in embracing pantheism as a 
way of life. 


[a] Our suppositions that the universe is God or vice 
versa, are not enough to drive us to believe that God is eternal, 
infinite and inevitable. What is wrong in accepting the universe 
as it is, is it inevitable to attach an addendum with Him. Is there 
any reason to bring the properties of the universe in His 
jurisdiction? 


[b] The 2" problem is that suppose the universe is 
manifestation of God or inseparable part of Him, and if 
tomorrow it is proved that the universe is finite then God will 
also have to be declared finite. 
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[c] The third problem is that of evil. If we accept the 
universe manifestation or a inseparable part of God, then either 
evil and wickedness will be a part of God or the concept of evil 
is only our misapprehension. 
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Darwin, Charles Robert (1809-1882), 


British scientist, who laid the foundation of modern 
evolutionary theory : The core of the term’s meaning is that of 
rolling out, unrolling, or unfolding, and thus the term comes to 
denote movement of an orderly nature which is productive of 
change of a novel kind. More especially it denotes the process of 
change through which something new is produced in such a 
continuous way as not to violate the identity or individuality of 
the original entity. Referring to ‘the origin of species by means 
of natural selection’ Darwin argues 

[a] that the different forms of life had a common 
ancestry from which they had gradually evolved, and 

[b] That the survivors in this struggle for existence 
would be those best adapted to the task of obtaining nourishment 
and avoiding competitors’ attacks. 


Since evolution affects behaviour as well as structural changes, 
the concept is of special relevance to man. The development of 
the capacity for ethical behaviour and the exercise of the higher 
mental faculties generally not only have obvious survival value, 
but introduce a hitherto unknown factor in evolution in the shape 
of conscious human choice and design. 


His grandfather, Erasmus was a doctor. He was a liberal 
thinker. He was famous for his severe criticism. He was against 
the interference of gods in the functioning of the universe. He 
said, “Where milk of science is available to drink, the religion 
ceases its utility. Is the goddess of nature not elaborating 
everything, it reveals the secrets of its own creation. He was the 
adorer of nature. To him wisdom, metaphysics and progress 
equate with prophet hood. It was the time when elite community 
was becoming in force, and other liberal thinkers like Erasmus 
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had rejected the concept of soul. In their views the earth does not 
need any divine help to revolve round the sun and a living body 
works like a machine. 

Darwin from his early days of his life began his struggle 
to reveal secretes of nature. His teachers taught him that the 
naturalists had already given details of the progress of organic 
world, the process of evolution and its creation. In this context 
the naturists had to face the opposition and enmity of religion. 
He was condemned as a destructive scientist. The clergymen 
declared that the false philosophy of the champions of the theory 
of evolution was making people against the church. They 
preached that the naturists believed in matter in the place of soul, 
and if people cease to have faith in the sanctity of soul the whole 
edifice of moral values would collapse. They say, these are the 
people who prefer life of this world to the life after death. There 
was a conflict between the feudal elite and the rising class of 
capitalists. There was also a tug of war between the explanations 
offered by the naturalists and supra-naturalists. The naturalists 
desired to redefine man as a natural phenomenon, denying the 
claims of supra-naturalists that man is a divine phenomenon. In 
these discussions naturalism and competitive market price were 
gaining force. Young scientist Darwin was feeling the social 
effects. A new world was emerging. There was an ideological 
conflict between the secular and religious forces in Cambridge 
University. The religion was under severe criticism. It was being 
asserted that there had been no person with the characteristics of 
Holy Christ in the history of mankind. It is a concoction. In fact 
Christianity is an abortive child of an ancient unrevealed 
religion. It suggests that strong waves of atheism, democracy and 
revolution were surging and the defense of establishment was 
losing ground. Religion was also losing its strength among the 
masses. In these circumstances Charles Darwin had to think to 
find out a way though he did not like to get himself entangled in 
these discussions. He had learnt by heart a book named 
Evidences of Christianity. He was fascinated by the arguments 
and logic of the author of the book who endeavored to prove the 
existence of God. The author of the book also tried to prove that 
the best way for His manifestations was miracles. The miracles 
cannot be rejected because they are inconsistent: The truth of 
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these miracles is supported by historical testimonies. One of 
them is that the earlier devotees of Christ preferred to bear 
persecutions and tortures instead of denying the miracles of the 
Holy Christ. Hence Christianity is a true religion. God did His 
best to give the concept of reward and punishment after death. 
The concept of eternal torture was very necessary to discipline 
the actions of a man within certain limitations. And when they 
come to know that every injustice is reimbursed in the life after 
death, they will willingly bear the trials and tribulations of life. 
Only such truth can change the nature of everything etc. It was 
the time [1830] when the waves of revolution in France were 
gushing out. The conservatives along with the King were 
deprived of their domination over the masses. The official 
position of the religion was smashed into smithereens. At the 
same time in England under the camouflage of Natural Theology 
the attempts were being taken to prove the concept of religion 
according to the dictates of nature. According to this theory in 
nature, everything is good. Tthe sophisticated bodies of men and 
animals are molded and shaped in the crucible of nature. They 
are the masterpieces of nature in their respective position, the 
beauty of these creations leads to the belief that there must be 
some designer and tailor of them. Such prodigious “rational 
proof “goaded man to act upon the dictates of the religion. 


Once Francis Bacon said, “ Science by teaching man 
how to control nature has elevated and gloried man. On the other 
hand the religion also claimed that man is the best creature of 
God. Meanwhile the theory of evolution of Darwin put man’s 
elevated position in jeopardy. The question under discussion was 
how man, plants, animals and other objects of nature came into 
existence. The very old creeds that all the organic and inorganic 
things are the creatures of God and all these unique creations of 
God bespeak loudly and clearly the unparallel wisdom of God. 
This philosophy created the beneficence and grandeur of God 
which ultimately left deep imprints on the psyche of man. When 
man was in the ecstasy of intoxication with the thought that he 
was the next to God on the earth, the nature was unveiling its 
secrets that God has nothing to do in creation of the universe, 
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and that with it the creed that God is the creator of all things 
collapsed. 


Darwin, in1831 sailed to South America in HMS Beagle. He was 
entrusted the duties to make an observation of the atmosphere of 
British new colonies. His observations helped him to put forward 
the idea that species of animals and plants change over time by 
retaining certain naturally occurring features which make them 
better able to survive. He published his theory in On the Origin 
of Species. It appeared to conflict with the teachings of the Bible 
and caused much controversy, as a true account of the way 
species evolve. It created repercussions in the prevailing attitude 
and accepted belief. To declare Apes the ancestors of human 
beings was depriving humans of the honor and ascendancy he 
had been enjoying since long. The idea that he is the divine 
phenomenon and belongs to high genealogy was dashed to the 
ground. The majority was not ready to accept easily that they are 
biological phenomenon. His investigation in the initial stages led 
him to the conclusion that divinity does not interfere through the 
supra methods. He was convinced that the process of creation is 
continuous with definite functions. Only laws rule over the earth 
and sky, any other explanation about the universe is derogatory 
to the glory of God. To attribute birth and death of the sun, the 
moon, the planets, and animals to the miracles and the stories of 
resurrection on Judgment day are fanciful. Under the influence 
of these ideas the people began to assert that nature itself is 
product of these laws and principles, all the people are equal 
before God, and consequently there is no need of clergymen to 
explain life in the name of God or control scientific thoughts. 
On the other side, the religious leaders were constant in their 
claim that the function of the universe is subject to the sweet will 
of God, the religious leaders are the representatives of God on 
the earth, and with the downfall of religious control of the 
religious institutions everything will collapse. On such claims an 
editor of a newspaper wrote mockingly, “Our priest believe in 
the absence of the church of England, vegetables will cease to 
grow”. 

Now Zoology was also revealing that living things do 
not get life suddenly and individually, rather they are connected 
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with a big system. We find similar bones in the wing of a bat and 
the organs of whale which help it to swim and in the arms of a 
man. These findings of science gave severe jolts to the trite 
religious thoughts which tell that God designs a thing with 
loving care. He was condemned with the accusation that he 
discovered the theory of evolution with the purpose to humiliate 
man and to prove that man is simply a biological phenomenon 
and not a divine contrivance. Once when he entered the British 
museum, the priest standing there declared him the most 
dangerous man of England. Under these circumstances Darwin 
felt constrained to defend his theory, and it demanded him his 
intellectual courage and inflexible determination. 

As a scientist the mission of Darwin was not to degrade 
the civilization of the elite, rather he endeavored to elaborate that 
the civilized and the savage have the same creator. He found that 
the uncivilized were glad in their dirty atmosphere and they were 
not ready to change their habits. They like civilized man who 
had adopted to a civic life, the savage had also adapted himself 
to the environments. This inspired Darwin to think that one God 
cannot create two diametrically opposite cultures. Did God give 
them with a malafide intention a dirty and undesirable 
environment? It is undesirable to believe that God who is all 
merciful and compassionate enjoys the misery and the worst 
plight of a section of his beings who is very dear to him. Why 
did a simple truth remained beyond the comprehension of the 
believers that their assertion, even the movement of a leaf is 
subject to the sweet will of God, is making complications instead 
of enhancing the magnificence of God. At the same time in 
Germany, a Physiologist Johannes, maintained that to convert 
inorganic matter into organic matter does not needs any outsider 
creative energy, rather conversely the simplest animate matter 
[embryonic] contains in it intrinsic self-organizing energy. It 
implies that when inanimate matter transfers into animate matter, 
‘life’ does not enter from outside. In simple words the specific 
organizing of matter and chemical process produce life in the 
matter. Darwin himself did not believe that God infuse [ motion] 
life in matter. Now the most vital problem for him to solve was 
how did transmutation of one kind of generation into and another 
kind of generation takes place. This transmutation was against 
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the teachings of the religion. It became crystal clear that religion 
is in fact a conversion of the naive consciousness of the ancient 
man into holy creeds. It is not difficult to understand that the 
earliest man could not comprehend the different objects around 
him. This led them to believe that there was a supera-natural 
power{God} Who makes and mars them at His sweet will. But a 
scientist cannot entertain such blind faith in presence of ground 
realities. Darwin gladly accepted the self-developing process. He 
did not feel terrified to know that men are off springs of apes. He 
rather became offended with the people who were adamant to 
believe man a divine contrivance. 

Darwin felt that on the earth the initial transformation of 
the inanimate into the animate was a matter of One-Affair which 
has been buried in the obscure record of the past. It is not 
plausible that the birth of some species of the animate took place 
on one place and the other species of the animate happened to be 
born on the other place without any relation among them. Life 
was One off Affair and with the passage of time it proliferated 
endlessly, and after living for a certain period the old 
disappeared and the new took their predecessors’ place. The 
principle of survival of the fittest worked vigorously, and those 
who could not adapt to the circumstances were weak to face the 
environment, and therefore were swept away by the violent 
waves of the time. The formula is strictly applied with the rise 
and fall of nations. But we cannot deny the awful reality that 
religion remained a strong resistance for the people to adopt 
themselves to the changing circumstances: so many examples 
can be quoted to prove its validity. There is scarcely any nation 
which is advanced, progressive and religious at the same time. 

Darwin says that to prefer one animal to another is 
preposterous. Darwin has already smashed the idea of religion 
that man from the very first day has had been wise and judicious. 
He knew that his theory would create havoc in the world of 
creeds and worn out thoughts of the past about man and life. His 
theory of evolution by natural selection put forward the idea that 
species of animals and plants change over time by retaining 
certainly naturally occurring features which make them better 
able to survive, demolished the whole episode of reward and 
punishment introduced by religion. It also indicates the denial of 
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any contribution of God in making or functioning of the 
universe/world. The pivotal point of the theory “ man is neither a 
favoured creature nor a god, rather he like other animals 
transfers his instincts and feelings to his next generation.When 
the theory of evolution by natural selection began to gain 
popularity, the clergy began to make a twist in their previous 
assertions and started to preach, ‘ God creates all living things 
with one command’, “ do and there is “, however He rarely 
makes direct interference through miracles. Darwin insists upon 
the point that if all the events are subject to the sweet will of 
God, then how how we define evil. God, the most 
compassionate, the most sympathetic, the most just and the most 
powerful cannot do and would not allow be happened injustice, 
ruthlessness, holocaust and unbelievable humiliation of His best 
creature, man. The clergy failed to give any satisfactory answer 
of the above. The work of an architect of the universe and life 
was taken from God and was entrusted to sexual selection. The 
old concept of man, born and thrived, hue and flavored with 
Spiritual contents was now shattered. 

The intellectual evolution of Darwin is faithfully 
reflected in his theory of evolution: the discoveries of new truths 
were driving him to the desert of atheism leaving far behind his 
spiritual valley. For a long time he remained skeptic, however 
he firmly believed that neither God has any interference in the 
affairs of the world nor He is creator of it. Darwin devoted a lot 
of his time in looking into the nature of insects, animals, and 
plants. His every next step made him stunned to think what 
would be the reaction of the church to his discovery. The 
reminiscences of Galileo frequently visited him; in his 
imagination he often found himself in the cell of Inquisition. 
Notwithstanding he saw tortures looming, yet he determined to 
go ahead with his programme to free future from the trite creeds. 
The church was feeling that the new concept of capabilities of 
self-nourishing of living cells will exile the divine authority of 
God, and with this domination of priesthood over body and soul 
in the name of God will be finishing. 

According to Darwin, all kinds of activities of mind are 
associated with the agitations of brain. He maintained that our 
habits and creeds are also affiliated with the mental process. He 
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established every instinct and ambition is closely linked with the 
functioning of our brain. The evolutionary process of 
‘inheritance, hymns of God to and devotion to gods all are the 
crops of material establishment. Now Darwin was branded as a 
materialist. 

Materialism was a technical term which connotes that 
matter has existence, and at the same time it also implies that 
souls as described by a religion are not factual. Darwin asserts as 
gravity is the quality of mater, similarly ‘thought’ is outcome of 
brain. Belief in God does not enter in our mind from outside, it is 
rather entrenched in the conceit of man that he is the superb 
creation and only he merits to be the representative of God. The 
fact is that man had been an animal for millions years, and after 
traversing a long journey he has reached the present stage. He 
believed that new knowledge about the earliest life of man would 
certainly create a revolution in the domains of metaphysics and 
moral values. He also held that after the discovery of the nature 
of man, physics would also get a new impulse. 

He was much fascinated by Positive Philosophy of a 
French mathematician, August Comte, which implies that only 
laws of nature rule the universe and all the other standpoints 
regarding the universe and life, emerging from theology are 
artificial and false. These theories rolled up in the Middle Ages 
when there was a sway of invisible supernatural and mysterious 
spirits. Darwin feels astonished to find that a child even today 
repeats the same evolutionary process which was occurred in 
development of man’s growth in ages. In the ancient time, the 
uncivilized man took thundering of clouds and the flashing of 
light the direct interference of God. He was not more ‘ancient’ 
that the men of today who have faith in miracles, and in the 
belief that God infused Adam all knowledge of the universe and 
life at the time of his creation. Darwin further adds that “sense of 
ego” is also an outcome of orderliness in laws. Now he began to 
get glimpses of the world with different angles. He felt the 
changes in seasons, landscapes, vegetation and animals and in 
other all things are under the control of laws of nature. It 
connotes that the assertion that everything is at the complete 
discretion of God begins to convert into the statement that 
everything happens in accordance to the laws of nature. This 
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idea was gaining acceptance among the people. The belief that 
God designs and tailors every insect Himself is derogatory to the 
grandeur of God. Though so far Darwin was not an atheist, yet 
his theory of evolution was drawing a map of Godless world. 
Darwin maintains that the concepts of reward and punishment 
and right and wrong are associated with the culture of the time, 
and they have nothing to do with spirituality. All the moral 
manners and etiquettes are the demands of the requirements of 
the time. 

It is evident that these moral principles did not descend 
from the sky. These are men made to meet the sexual, fatherly, 
motherly and other manifold requirements of the circumstances. 
The religion ridden were condemning Darwin that he was 
wheedling common men to become unbridled like an animal in 
the observance of moral values. Darwin retorted strongly in its 
reaction: ‘ my theory of evolution, and the goodness both are 
near each other, both demand the people to live virtuous lives so 
that the future of mankind would be better; the only difference is 
that the believers in evolution like their children lead a better life 
in this world, whereas the religious people wish the same for 
their children in the life after death. Both desire happy and better 
world for the human beings.” 

Darwin asserts that you will find no difference between a 
tailless ‘civilized’ ape and a man in a jungle. Darwin analyzed 
the emotions of anger of a man and declared,” We have the 
passions of anger and revenge because these benefited our 
savage ancestors. Our bad passions signify our pedigree. This 
implies that present man receives the legacy of the devilish 
feelings of his savage forefathers. Darwin began to investigate 
social behaviour of the different human settlements. The old 
social edifice was collapsing, and a new world was emerging. 
Darwin was confident that he would find out the answers of all 
the possible questions. The acceptance of the laws of nature 
began thriving. An observer wrote, “Man is called a small 
universe but we do not know how to get a hold of the secrets of 
nature.” At the same time Darwin was establishing that there was 
nothing that cannot be explored. Darwin now was facing a 
predicament: though false creeds were dying their own death, yet 
skepticism was still lingering on. Though his theory of evolution 
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was secular, yet he still was not a nonbeliever. He was engrossed 
to solve the problems of metaphysics which were giving birth to 
creedless rational faith. 

Brain is an important part of a body, and without its 
functioning nothing can be performed. In the very outset of 
discussion, we need a solid base for it, and that refers to the 
bloodline of man; this provides brain with a ‘rational key’ to 
unfold the mystery of nature. In this context understanding of 
human consciousness was a great hindrance. To get the bottom 
of it, we have to examine the behaviour of dogs and gibbons. 
Darwin asserts,” Revealed books could not help man to form 
manners and attain awareness; rather these are crops of the 
feelings of our savage ancestors. 

The first people to walk on the Earth were faced with all 
types of survival situation. The best hunters, people who used 
their intellect to develop new building techniques and those who 
found new plants to use as medicine would have passed on those 
skills to their offspring. In developing the survival of the fittest 
theory Darwin excluded traits that were non-genetic. Natural 
selection, a large part of his theory, described a concept that only 
factored the physical, visual or auditory traits that were passed 
on. 

He maintains that our stump insinuates to monkeys as 
our forefathers. Habitual attitudes have become our instincts. 
These instincts made changes in our brain and body. It merits to 
note that instincts were formed without any planning, in 
accordance to theory of evolution: only the animals and plants 
that succeeded to adopt themselves to the surroundings could 
continue their lives. There is no Omniscient creator; rather nature 
is the sovereign selector of all things. It keeps a watchful eye on 
everything. It is very ruthless and efficient. The architect of all 
kinds of creatures is not God, it nature which manifests itself in 
billions models and also promises that every part of the new 
archetype would be perfect and would share with the functioning 
of other systems. 

Darwin asserts that it is not rational that God created 
man with a purpose. Darwin’s wife writes that it was the habit of 
Darwin, that he did not have faith in a thing which was not 
supported by physical evidence. Consequently this habit 
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restricted him to believe in so many other things that cannot be 
supported by evidence. Darwin rejects the idea that after death 
there will be an eternal life, it can neither be proved nor can be 
comprehended. According to his wife, the subject on which we 
were separated was not that the Bible is above board revealed 
book, rather it was about eternal life in paradise or hell. Darwin 
declares that this world is neither created by any external creator 
nor it is beyond our comprehension. Animals are neither 
mysterious creatures nor they entail the will of God. All planets 
and stars are the outcome of the supreme laws of nature. Is it not 
derogatory to the glory of God, the creator of multitudinous 
varied worlds would create with loving care crawling parasites 
whose milling crowd devour countless lives every day? 

In the veiled war of nature, is the drama of famine, 
destruction and death, a recreation of God the Supreme? Darwin 
emphatically announces that we should remember there is no 
cushion for favour in nature. In this life, only men of excellence, 
capability, and skillfulness are rewarded. Whether it is domain of 
science or social order, law and orderliness rule supreme. It is 
certain that there is no interference of gods in our worldly affairs. 
A newspaper commenting on the theory of Darwin says,” The 
significance of tales that God is designer and maker of this world 
has lost, otherwise the presence of God in this world would have 
brought happiness, sincerity and piety in the place of prevalent 
hypocrisy and ruthlessness. The waves of such thoughts were 
gushing. On the other hand the state with the connivance of 
Church was busy in making law suits against so many 
intellectuals who favoured freedom of thought. They condemned 
nonbelievers who were against their faith. Darwin instead of 
being intimidated gathered his courage and gave more emphasis 
on his views that the mainstream of all animals is the same, and 
evolution needs no creator. He belonged to a noble family, and 
enjoyed a good relationship with Bishops. He was also accused 
of treachery with the elite of the society. He held that the 
acceptance of his theory of evolution even by one judge would 
bring a change in the thinking. On the other side priesthood was 
adamant on the point that there a hierarchy in the classification 
of all the living beings created by God, and to reject the system 
of God by challenging the status quo which is prevalent with the 
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will of God is tantamount to annihilate the whole civilization. A 
religious intellectual in his speech at he platform of British 
association said,” The conversion of old species into new ones is 
not through the process of transmutation, it is rather due to the 
force of God’s creativity coming into function.”. Someone 
among the audience cried, “ he is God’s reporter; how did he 
come to know it, and show us its proof’. Some persons among 
the audience said, they suspected their ancestors would have 
been chimpanzees; however the universe is subject to the laws 
and principles of nature. It is plausible God might have made the 
laws of nature, and since thenceforward the universe has been 
functioning independently. To get truth we should absolve nature 
of the spiritual enchantment. In such situation there is no need of 
clergymen and religious institutions. The illicit relations of 
church with the state should come to an end. Darwin declares 
there are only two alternatives, either to have belief in supera- 
naturalism or the sway of laws of nature. Darwin was a bold 
impartial scientist who was unveiling the secrets of nature. 
Darwin has not only observed the pitiable plight of 
savage tribes but also has heard the groans of torture of the 
slaves in civilized societies. He felt grieved to find that a boy of 
six years was badly punished “because he served me with a 
unclean glass of water’. He tells a story of an old woman who 
used to torment very awfully the fingers of her slave women. It 
is woeful to find that all these cruelties and brutalities were 
perpetrated with the rhythmic recitation of the revealed book, “ 
love your neighbours as you love your ‘self’. “ Love thy enemy”. 
In a situation where ruthlessness, unfeeling and coldblooded 
exploitation sway, the faith in God begins eroding. It does not 
need rocket science, but just a flicker of change in one’s thinking 
that to understand nature; we have to purge it of holiness. 
Spirituality leads you to hypocrisy. We entangled ourselves in 
long but futile quibbles. Forbes says, “Fish and crawling animals 
and gibbons cannot convert themselves from one species into 
another species independently. All kinds of species are perfect 
images of God and only God is competent for such 
transmutation. Darwin strongly rejects the thought that 
transmutation is only a contrivance of God and images of His 
mind epitomize in the shapes of animals. Darwin asserts that 
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such thoughts will trammel our struggle to find a mechanistic 
explanation of origin of life. 

Darwin also read Coleridge, who was a great supporter 
of religion. Coleridge maintains that truth of religion is not 
subject to scrutiny: ‘Religion is not a departmental affair; it is 
neither mere thought, not mere feeling, nor mere action; it is the 
expression of the whole man’. Religious feelings are perceptible 
invariably in soul, and they have no linkage with innate instincts. 
Darwin in its response asks, what about the disbelievers! 
Coleridge replies that these “enslaved will” should be left to 
‘reward and punishment’ on the day of reckoning. He adds, has 
any body found remedy of the malady of fear of death. This 
statement left no impact on Darwin because since long he has 
exiled the distinctions of body and soul and intelligence and 
instinct. Darwin like other enlightened thinkers rejects the 
concept of fear of eternal hell. He establishes that the religious 
creeds relating to reward and punishment are the products of 
ancient- savage period of supernaturalism. 

Darwin began to suspect his faith in the fairy tales and 
unnatural ethics of Old Testament, myths and contradictory 
statements in New Testament. He thinks that Christ might not 
have said what is attributed to him. The religious traditions have 
been so plentifully infected by prejudice, blind faith, time period 
and the interests of the involved persons that it is not fair to have 
faith in them without raison d’étre. Legend has that the absence 
of belief would create a great void in the life of man. Darwin 
says, “With reference to my experience I can say that I never felt 
anxiety, never felt hollowness in my soul and never felt any 
change in me”. Hence a man having no faith does not fall to the 
victim of crisis and devastation; rather he becomes free from the 
artificial spiritual support which creates psycho embarrassing 
situation. Darwin further elaborates that a faith does not 
complete itself with mere emotional attachment; it also needs 
reason, moral code and historical testimonies for its health. We 
should reject Christianity once for all. We have found a new 
saviour in the shape of an evolutionary theory which expounds 
that psychological, moral and religious creeds are a part of the 
social process of evolution. On the discovery of new horizons of 
knowledge the old creeds were in a perpetual decay. Darwin’s 
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faith that God is just and ethical was smashed into smithereens. 
He was carefully watching a non emotional and relentless drama 
in the worlds of humans, animals and plants. In 1854, he 
accepted the invitation for the membership of Royal Club of 
Philosophy. Malthus , Herbert Spenser, Huxley and pioneer of 
the scout movement Bedon Powell became the supporters of his 
theory of evolution. Beddon Powell replying in theological 
language argued:” God gives laws and scientific laws are not less 
than miracles and after this phenomenon to believe in miracles is 
to deny the existence of God. This was a good retort. At this 
stage Darwin remained undecided about the question of Ultimate 
Origin of Life. To him the investigation about the ultimate origin 
of life on the earth is not possible. The more important for the 
scientists of nature and life is to find the changes in it after its 
emergence. Darwin insists on the point to know first whether 
beginning of life of animals and plants emerged from the same 
source. The causes for not giving importance to the Darwin’s 
standpoint was that so far science has not advanced as to give 
proper response to such inquiry. However at present science has 
adequate rationale to explain, how does life come into existence 
or how did it emerge in the past. To elaborate the point, it is apt 
to give an elucidation of it: In 1953, in the University of 
Chicago, a student in cooperation with his teacher Harold Urey 
made an successful experiment to produce life. They created the 
chemical conditions that were at the time of emergence of the 
first life on the earth and watched how they were converted into 
organic molecules. This certainly leads to the conclusion that life 
is not sent on the earth by some super natural entity, rather it 
came into being independently without any exterior help since 
3.8 billions years. 

Darwin’s strategy was to take only species for work, and 
leave the religious concept of creation die its own death. On 
account of changes in the circumstances and social essentials of 
science Darwin decided to project his theory of Natural 
Selection. This proved a great setback to the concept that the 
creation of the universe is a divine phenomenon. Darwin 
declared with confidence that all the living beings are being 
created in the workshop of nature and the workshop of nature is 
self-sustaining and self improving. Evolution is its nature and 


104 


survival of the fittest, adoption with the circumstances and 
natural selection are its essentials. In the battle of nature 
countless are being eliminated and a new species are emerging in 
‘survival of the fittest ’struggle. The plaintiffs of morality and 
humanity accused Darwin for giving a lesson of “might is right.” 
An impartial examination of all the religious and secular systems 
practiced so far reveal that all of them are infected with the law 
“might is right”. The powerful are always in a gainful position. 
In this game between the weaker and the stronger “devoutness” 
has no say: God, Prophet, prayers have no role in it. Darwin is a 
scientist and translator of nature; he cannot be a hypocrite. 

On the other hand the theory that apes are the forefathers 
of humans was still under severe criticism. The foes of this 
theory held that beast cannot be transmuted into another genus. 
Man is secured with his glory. But when religious groups failed 
to encounter the hard realities of the evolutionary theory, they 
began to give a twist to their earlier standpoint. They substituted 
their old stance that God made all the living beings once for all 
with their new stance that creation is a perpetual process; 
however God sometimes interfere in the functioning of the 
universe through miracles. With reference and context of the 
“glory” of man, Darwin said,” I have no satisfactory answer. I 
am Satisfied with the thought that man will be advancing without 
any inferiority complex of being a legacy of the beast of prey”. 
He made it clear that nature is indestructible chain of cause and 
effect. There is nothing from God. We find no clue that reveals 
God personally designs a fly or makes alternations in it. It is the 
decision of nature which is going to be survived. Darwin asserts 
that nature also offers a rational solution of evil. One may ask if 
everything is from God, what is the meaning of evil? I cannot 
believe in a just, compassionate and Omnipotent God who 
designs and makes a parasite insect [inchneumonide] which only 
survives on the dish of butterflies. Such stonehearted being is 
only possible in the world which functions according to the laws 
of nature, and God is not entrusted the responsibilities to enforce 
laws of nature. It implies that God is an impartial landlord while 
nature is self-sustaining and sovereign. 

It is the same Darwin who moved the wand of truth and 
the entire stereotyped and childish stance about nature got a fresh 


105 


and healthy vision. In the new vision of nature God as an 
architect of the universe stands nowhere and sexual selection had 
secured the job of an artist of nature. It was a clarion call of 
defeat of the centuries old spiritual way of thinking among many 
civilizations of the past. Darwin also opposed the thought that 
God gives directives to determine directions of evolution. He 
maintains that the functioning of nature is akin that of the 
selection of an architect who choices the best stones among the 
falling ones from the peak of a mountain. In such situation 
nobody thinks that falling of the stones from peak of the 
mountain is according to the wishes of the architect. 

The mental evolution of Darwin was comparable to his 
theory of evolution. With the unfurling of the new realities, he 
began slipping from the frenzied valley of faith into the 
wilderness of atheism. For a long time he remained undecided 
about the existence of God. However he believes firmly that 
neither there is a maker of this world nor there is any kind of 
interference from outside in the functioning of the world. 


Sigmund Freud 


In the late 19th century Viennese neurologist Sigmund 
Freud developed a theory of personality and a system of 
psychotherapy known as psychoanalysis. According to this 
theory, people are strongly influenced by unconscious forces, 
including innate sexual and aggressive drives. Let us find how 
the Adam of the latest psychology Sigmund Freud explains the 
concept of God which has been persistent subject matter of 
thinkers, philosophers and mystics since the oldest civilization. 


Freud was a prodigiously talented from his childhood. 


He never practiced his religion; rather he never even thought that 
he belonged to a Jew bloodline. However he fell a victim to the 
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enmity of Nazism against Jews. Freud himself was a civilized 
and cultured man but he abhorred civilization as he thought it is 
callous because it has restricted, more than necessary, fulfillment 
of human instincts, and its reaction created so many weaknesses 
in nervous system. The modern civilization and culture have 
made man a clog of a machine. 

Freund declared all the religious creeds illusory and 
rejected them. He firmly believed that we can bring to light the 
causes of the beginning of religion and ethics which are now in 
the obscure record of human history. He held that the religious 
creeds are nothing but wishful illusions. He says,” the ancient 
man have to find some way out to escape himself from the 
terrors of nature, he has to find some consolation in the ruthless 
game of fate in the shape of death, he have to make some 
atonement for his civilized life. The life of an ancient was 
plagued with all sorts of dangers such as earthquakes and 
diseases etc” Freud began to believe that religion is the result of 
man’s helplessness, and the concept of God and gods are the 
expressions of his helplessness. To Freud religion as a part of 
civilization has plays a vital role to demoralize and let down the 
impulses of a man. However these impulses are not like nervous 
mayhem which certainly contains sex instinct. These impulses 
are no doubt harmful but they are devoid of sex instinct. The 
pious people confess their sins, therefore they need to perform 
religious rites so that the drive in them to do sin may be curbed 
and further control the instinctive forces which inspire fear in 
them. Freud established that religion can be declared an 
international psychological problem because religious creeds are 
also like other psychological entanglements which are 
entrenched in the unconsciousness due to man’s ignorance and 
unreasonableness. 

According to his theory a religion holds back the 
revolting impulses through prayers and religious rituals because 
a civilized life demands for the restrictions on these impetuous 
feelings to live a normal social life. Self-abnegation to an extent 
makes peace and harmony among the members of a society and 
also lessens the feelings of non fulfillment of the instincts, and 
further the religion also in some form or the other promises 
reward after death for his self-denial in this world. Freud thinks 
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civilization is a provocation to the nervous system, though he 
admits that civilization is necessary to lead a normal life. At the 
same time he emphatically refers to the great damages that 
civilization has inflicted on man when it prevents him to live a 
natural life. 

In his famous book, The Future of Illusions, he declares 
the concept of God is nothing but a product of man’s belief in 
superstitions and religion. It is only a collection of fantasies. In a 
society religious views gain significance because creeds meet 
man’s emotional and psychological needs. When a man grows 
in a society, he inherits the religious creeds prevalent in that 
society. These creeds which are supera natural become gradually 
embedded with his sub consciousness. The believers cannot 
make objective analysis of these creeds in their writings, 
personalities, events and characters. In such situation believers 
have to adopt blind faith ignoring altogether common sense to 
fill the vacuum. They think that they are fortunate for having 
affluence of faith and take the disbelievers men of less 
understanding. 

There is a hell of difference between religious studies 
and the learning of other subjects: the knowledge we get in our 
early age can be tested latter on by going around the world in our 
youth, but this principle you cannot apply with religious 
theology. On the contrary in a religion skeptic is penalized. 
Freud maintains that it is neither realistic nor fair that we should 
have faith in religious creeds because they are descended upon 
us from our forefathers notwithstanding we know that our elders 
were less educated and less resourceful. With reference to the 
religious teachings, he explains the education we get in our 
childhood is mostly about the secrets of life, and it is the most 
unauthentic because we can neither examine the validity of the 
received education nor we are allowed to express our doubts in 
the teaching of religious creeds. The believers strongly assert 
that religious creeds are over and above the logic and do not fall 
within the purview of reasoning: a believer feels his creeds are 
the matter of his heart and these cannot be tested on the 
touchstone of reason. 

Freud relates,’ When I used to tell my children fairy 
tales, they used to ask me, “ are these stories true”, and I told 
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them these stories were not true, and they felt unpleasant, as they 
were not fairly treated.” The children of believers are on the 
worst condition in this context because the fairies stories of 
creeds are coated with sanctity of faith. The psychology of 
creeds affirms that man needs security and the concept of God 
provides him safety: get him rid of so many fears of different 
dangers. The concept of God also gives parameters of virtue and 
evil, further it gives tidings of reimbursement after death for the 
injustice in this world. It also offers the answer of the beginning 
of the universe and the relation of soul with body. People get 
ready made answers of so many questions and they do not feel 
the necessity to ponder over these problems. That is why people 
find consolation and asylums in the lap of religion. 

Freud says, “ If a girl of middle class comes to believe 
that one day a prince will come and marry her, it may be true, as 
sometimes it does happen so in life. But a representative sent by 
God from the skies to make this world a paradise is not possible 
even to imagine. You may call it an illusion or madness; it is at 
your sweet will. This is like an iron smith’s episode whose iron 
suddenly becomes gold. We can falsify the delusions of 
psychological patients by reasoning, but we have no antidote for 
the illusions emanated from womb of some sacred superstitions. 
The misfortune of these religious creeds have been that the we 
could not prove the truth of any of the religious creeds, on 
contrary the knowledge we have acquired with hard work of 
centuries about the universe contradicts diametrically religious 
creeds. Though science is still unable to give suitable answers 
about the life and the universe, yet the scientific views on such 
subjects are more authentic and maintainable. 

With reference to the subject of belief, the believers hold 
that though there is no rationale in religious creeds, yet they 
provide consolation to the grieved and worried people. Freud in 
this connection says, “There should be freedom in the choice of 
an individual to believe or not to believe in certain faith or 
religious creeds.” Freud is deadly against in coercion in the 
matter of religion. He further adds that ignorance is ignorance 
with all kinds of childish arguments in its favour. In other fields 
of life people are very cautious to watch their interests but in the 
matter of religion they fall easily a victim to dilly dally and 
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dishonesty. The believers project such abstract concept of God 
that they have themselves knitted and are unbending in the truth 
of their discovery. Concept of God is the result of man’s 
helplessness and this helplessness contributes a lot in the 
dissemination religious creeds.We must first of all know the 
people who create such creeds before we proceed into the matter. 
It seems perceptible that when man found the system of life and 
the universe unjust and unpredictable, he desired for a God who 
would do justice in this world and if not in this world let it be in 
the next world. Alas! Our forefathers would have endeavored to 
accept the bitter realities of life and solve the multifaceted 
problems of the universe instead of taking asylum in the 
religious creeds. 

Freud faced the problem that the edifice of human 
civilization and culture is erected on the support of religious 
creeds, and if the people are convinced that there is no 
Omnipotent and Just God with a spiritual world and life after 
death , all traditions of civilization, moral values and laws that 
are steering smooth sailing the boat of life would collapse. There 
will be the reign of exploitation. Therefore in these 
circumstances albeit having the knowledge of the truth that 
religion is devoid of the facts, we should keep these secrets from 
the masses for the survival of humanity. It implies in words of 
Starr, “Religion is an evil necessity of mankind”. If we snatch 
these creeds from the masses, it will be unkindness because a 
large segment of human beings are living with the 
encouragement of these creeds. Moreover science has failed to 
give a remedy for so many emotional and psychological 
problems of man. It is strange that the psychologist who 
throughout his life struggled to substantiate his assertion that the 
behaviour of a man and stimulants of his life are more closely 
embedded with his instincts and longings than with his intellect, 
today is admonishing human beings for the gratification 
emotional desires. He is teaching such lesson that is harmful for 
the survival of human civilization. Freud replied, “to me for the 
survival of human civilization and evolution to renounce 
religious creeds is more significant than to have faith in them. 
Religion remained dominant force for thousands years in human 
societies, but could not stop injustice, sufferings and all kinds of 
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sorrows. A critical view of the religious books certainly let slip 
so many failings and shortcomings enshrined in them. There are 
many similarities between the religious creeds and the notions of 
primitive people. The civilization of humans is threaten more by 
uneducated, oppressed and despised public than anything else. 
The knocking down of edifice of religious creeds will not create 
a chaos: once in a village at the cutting of a sacred tree the 
people of the area were very terrified with the thought that 
cutting sacred tree would bring scourge upon them from the 
heavens, but after this event neither there was any affliction nor 
the people were in danger, similarly by denouncing religious 
creeds there will be no affliction or chaos in a society. These 
myths are designed to keep religion alive in a society. 

We should not wish the will of God for the solution of 
human problems because the study of religions reveals that 
different nations take the will of God in different ways, rather in 
contradictory traditions, and to test the validity of them is also 
not easy. We do not feel any necessity of God, religion, revealed 
books provided we succeed to explore relevant and just laws of 
human life with the help of our consciousness, knowledge and 
mutual consultations. The promulgation of revealed laws and 
principles produce bitterness among the people while men made 
laws and principles make the behaviour of the people 
sympathetic and kind. This helps a lot to increase the process of 
evolution. The history and the study of psychology have revealed 
that unconsciousness has contributed a lot in forming faith in the 
religious creeds, and now in the process of evolution we have 
reached the stage when we should substitute these religious 
creeds with the dictates of awareness and reason. 

Freud says that our objectives are the same, but our 
paths are different to achieve our targets. We desire our next 
generations would reap the crops of our labour whereas the 
believers yearn to get the reward of their labour in the next 
world. In his views the surrender of religion is inevitable, and it 
is a fact that a religion is not more than a fantasy. Science has 
achieved phenomenal achievements in its short span of life. 
Freud describes very beautifully the relationship between man 
and God :” God is all, and all is God. Freud thinks religion is 
nothing than unsoundness of mind and illusion. This is the 


111 


underlying principle that man’s confidence upon himself is also 
growing with the enhancing of his awareness. His 
comprehension about the universe is also increasing. Now it is 
not imperative to live with the fear of the concept of God. Man 
became independent of mental safety; he can face the hard 
realities of the universe. 


In his book Freud predicts that in future intellect and 
wisdom will win over the religious creeds. His famous sentence 
is quoted : ‘* No, our science is no illusion. But an illusion it 
would be to suppose that what science gives us we can get 
elsewhere”. To understand it in the true context, it is necessary 
to know that Freud makes no difference between intellect and 
science. When Freud refers to religious God, he always says “ 
your God” or “ traditional God “ and when he says our God, he 
refers to the “Voice of Reason”. He by making distinction “your 
God’ and < our God has uncompromisingly located a distinctive 
contrast between the scientific and religious thinking. Our efforts 
to make concept of God rational and logical would never 
succeed because the creeds associated with it will remain 
inevitably confronting with intellect. In an indirect way, the 
believers admit that their weak concept of God enjoys the 
support of blind faith for its life and health. Freud by saying ‘ the 
voice of reason’ is our God has reminded the imperative 
necessity to change the dimensions of God, and to accept the 
centuries old concept of God is derogatory to the knowledge that 
man obtained after traversing a long journey of different 
civilizations and cultures. 

Freud is one of the thinkers who explored new horizons 
on the sky of thought. He created in 20" century a revolution in 
the contents of human thinking. He made it clear and aloud that 
man is not a specific being, rather he is simply a biological 
phenomenon who reached the present stage through the process 
of evolution. He also challenged the thought that man is 
independent in his actions to a large extent. He strongly believes 
that the great achievements in art and philosophy originated from 
instincts. Similarly analyzing the legends of virtue, sacrifice and 
demeanor, he found masochistic, self punishment, playing a 
pivotal role. Freud is a candid and original thinker and believes 
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that he is unrolling the new vistas of truth. The believers are at 
ease because they are provided with ready made ‘ truth’ without 
any struggles of research and urge to find truth whereas the 
secular scholars have to evince their passion, fondness and hard 
struggles to quench their thirst to know the right angle of truth. 
Freud thinks death is also worth considering. Death plays an 
important role in the formation of the concept of God. How 
beautifully he describes the episode of life: 


Ego originally derived from sensations, springing from the 
surface of the body. The Sense of “P’ depends upon the 
perception of one’s own body as a separate entity. Hence “Ego” 
plays a role of intermediary between the third and the outer 
world. Between Sensory perception and motor activity there 
exists a natural relationship, and for it “soul” controls the 
voluntary actions. However the essential function of “Ego” is to 
provide person with safety. In the words of Freud” We suppose 
there are two essential instincts, one is love [life] the instinct of 
{Eros} and the other is instinct of destruction. The former entails 
the target of [unities] and aim of the latter is breaking of the 
unities among the things. The target of the destructive instinct is 
to change the organic objects into inorganic state, and for this 
cause we call this instinct the instinct of death. 


What is life? It is an orderliness of elements. 
What is death? It is suspension of these elements. 


Freud who is well known as the scientist of the man’s 
mind asserts religion is nothing but an illusion. He desires for an 
assiduous efforts to find some solid and comprehensive 
knowledge about the universe. He out rightly rejects the 
philosophy of religious creeds that man is a divine phenomenon, 
rather he firmly believes that man is a biological phenomenon. 
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Einstein; Chief Engineer of God! 


Jews have a strange relation with God. They consider 
themselves a favorite nation of God. They have over-weaning 
pride for enjoying exceptional liaison with God. The study of 
First Testament advocates that God has all love and sympathies 
exclusively for the community of Israel and it looks if God is 
resident of Israel’s city. Often Jews became entangled with God, 
and showed defiance to Him. Notwithstanding these ups and 
down, the relationship remained intact. For this reason God 
named them Israeli “ Entangler’’. 

Einstein was fond of violin. He used to talk with God in 
his writings and speeches, and this continued up to his boyhood. 
When he was 18 years old, he wrote to his friend, “ the hard 
working and thoughtful angels guide me in confused moments of 
my life : sometimes they encourage me and sometimes they get 
me reconciled with the circumstances. At the age of 40, Einstein 
became prominent figure throughout the world for his theory of 
relativity. Through a telegram he was reported that the curvature 
in light of the sun proves the validity of your General Theory of 
Relativity. One student asked him: “ Sir if your theory fails to 
prove its truth, how you will react?”. Einstein said, “ I am sorry 
for my dear God, as my theory is correct”. After two years this 
event, during his lecturer in Princeton University, he was 
reported news that contradicted his theory. On hearing this 
Einstein said, “Subtle is the Lord, but malicious He is not.” On 
repeating the word ‘God’, his contemporary, Niels Bohr said, “ 
Stop telling the God what to do”. In the exaltation of man’s 
history, Newton holds position of the Old Testament, Einstein 
occupied position of the New Testament. Einstein was so 
immersed in the knowledge of the universe that his life and his 
work seems the ‘thinking of God.’ When in 1942 Einstein was 
63 years of age, he wrote his friend, “ this is very difficult to see 
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the cards in the hands of God, but I cannot think for a moment 
that God plays dice and uses telepathy as Quantum Theory 
suggests”. In the vision of the above illustration we see Einstein 
trying to get a glimpse of God’s cards and he is prepared to have 
dialogue with Him. 

The greatest scientist of 20 century was born on Friday, 
March 1879, in a Jew family. It was a family where which was 
never visited by religious fanaticism and religious quibbles. 
Albert’s father would feel pride that Jew rituals are no celebrated 
in his house. At the age of six, Albert was admitted in a school. 
In German during that period religious education was 
compulsory for all school children. In Albert’s school only 
theology of Catholics’ sect was taught. Hence in the house a 
relative began to teach him rudiments of the religion of Jew. 
Religion learning at school and at home grew religious 
extremism. At the age of 11, he grew so zealot that he started to 
study extensively religious books and the essentials of his 
religion. He left eating pork. He fell victim to this effect that 
began to recite hymns in adoration of God. After a year when 
Einstein started reading the subject of science the religious 
enthusiasm suddenly faded away. He tells us that after reading 
some famous books on science he soon felt that the fables in the 
Bible are mostly fabricated. It resulted in my free thinking. I 
realized the state was deceiving the youth of the nation through 
religious teachings. It was very destructive function of the state. 
Hence I felt a new impulse against every authority. I started to 
distrust the truth of creeds. My skepticism remained persistent in 
the matter of creeds till I got acumen about the correlation of 
cause and effect. I knew well that it was my first attempt to free 
myself from the shackles of temptation for paradise. On the other 
hand, there was a vast universe which exists independently. 
Though the universe was still an unsolved mystery, yet we have 
somewhat comprehension of it. My deliberation to know the 
secrets of the universe created a passion for free thinking, and I 
soon found my mental capabilities, to a certain extent, can grasp 
the essentials of the universe. The road that leads to new paradise 
was neither cozy nor captivating like religious paradise. But this 
paradise was reliable and sustainable, and therefore I never felt 
sorry to select it. 
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The above description of Einstein clearly authenticates 
that when a thoughtful person tries to examine critically a 
religion, the edifice erected on the blind creeds, the images of 
ignorant period of history begins smashing to smithereens. You 
will have to come out from the blind and narrow alley of 
sacredness of creeds to enjoy communion with nature. After 
getting freedom from the fetters of creeds man feels elevated in 
atmospheres of emancipation, and the secrets begin to unfurl to 
him. Einstein tells us the journey of “Paradise of awareness” is 
very difficult, whereas that of religious is easy and alluring. A 
religion takes man weak and humble against nature when science 
builds confidence and trust in him. It emboldens man to converse 
with “God” with full confidence. With encouragement and 
confidence given by science man embarks upon the search of 
finding a better world in the boundless universe. On the contrary, 
the creeds ridden relish the luxuries of a dreamland and waste 
their precious lives. This is the reason Einstein neither felt sorry 
for the loss of his religious paradise in his youth nor became 
grieved on his selection for the world of science. 

In 1905 when Einstein in Swiss’s city Burne was a clerk 
in the office of Registry Inventions, he offered one after the other 
revolutionary theories in the domain of physics. Every one of 
these theories was adequate to make Einstein the greatest 
scientist of the 20" century. He faced manifold difficulties to 
secure his academic position because he belonged to a Jew 
family. In 1936 when he was 57 years old, a young girl asked 
him through her letter: “Do scientists pray, and if they do, what 
they demand in their prayers.” He replied: “It is very difficult for 
a scientist to believe that the functioning of the world is subject 
to prayers. The other name of prayers is ambition which are 
presented to a supera- natural entity for their realization, whereas 
a man who is engrossed in the activities of science, realizes the 
presence of a ‘soul’ in the system of nature which is very 
elevated and ascendant to which man have to surrender 
completely. Hence we can conclude engrossment and rapture we 
find in the activities of science are similar to some religious 
feelings and those are different from the theology of common 
people.” 
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In the light of the above mentioned letter if one wants to 
know Einstein’s faith, the answer is in negative and also positive 
at the same time. Einstein explains the essential differences 
between science and creeds and finds no compatibility between 
the two. As regards spiritual feelings of man, the awareness of 
the infinite and eternal universe itself creates a deep and tender 
exhilaration in consciousness. Einstein affirms that disbelief in 
traditional and illusionary God does not create a spiritual chaos, 
because truthful knowledge fill the vacuum with better and 
sound reasoning. ‘clerics and Einstein have contradictory 
approaches to reach the threshold of truth.’ He himself explicates 
the denotation of his theological thoughts: “Our deep 
perspicacity and luminous perception have the capabilities to 
sneak a look at the mystery of the entities of the universe. This 
passion and awareness combined together yield true religiosity. 
Only with this sense, I am a religious man. I do not believe God 
who rewards and punishes his creatures. The concept of 
resurrection is the outcome of the fear of weak persons and 
preposterous egotism. I am pleased with the knowledge and 
observation of the mysterious eternity of the universe and the 
grandiose formation of this world.” Einstein the greatest scientist 
of his time describes very lucidly in simple language the acumen 
of science in the face of religious narrow mindedness. This 
brings mystics and scientists nearer. He likes to see life as it is in 
the perspective of the universe. He does not feel awe-struck. He 
neither prostrates before the mysteries of nature nor wishes for 
reward. For him the awareness of “God” {the universe} is 
enough. He advises that though we cannot obtain complete 
knowledge of the universe, yet we should devote our life to get 
even its fractional knowledge. Scientific data is relational which 
nature itself unfolds. Einstein knows well that to conquest nature 
is not possible from logical or philosophical angle of vision. 

Intelligence is the outcome of a certain formation and 
discipline of the matter in the process of evolution. It is 
structured in accordance with the laws and principles of nature. 
To define it in other words, ‘intelligence and the universe have 
identical Wave Length, and by the help of this wave length 
intelligence perceives the formation and discipline of the 
universe. Any other channel other than intelligence to get 
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knowledge of the universe would be contradicting realities of the 
universe. 

In 1930 in one of his article, Einstein announces 
religious thoughts and religious institutions are the crops of 
fears: in ancient time the religious creeds emerged from the 
womb of the fears, such as fear of hunger, fear of brute animals, 
fear of disease and fear of death etc. At this stage man had no 
knowledge of relationship between cause and effect. Doubts and 
misgivings inspired man to create images of the natural forces, 
and adorn them to get their favour to face the hardships of life. 
They offered to them all sorts of supplications and sacrifices. A 
section of society well exploited the weakness of the common 
people by using the religion that was nothing but the child of fear 
and suspicion of the common men. Often the chieftains and the 
rulers or the privileged class of the society took the charge of 
priesthood along with their responsibilities of worldly affairs to 
further strengthen their position in the society. Often the rulers 
and the religious leaders joined hands to protect their common 
benefits. In dealing with such subjects, we find Einstein not only 
a scientist but also a man with deep insight in social evolution 
from the angles of human psychology and human history. He 
affirms the concept of God is an illusion and the clergy and 
rulers befooled the public to secure their interests. On another 
occasion, Einstein describes the role of a religion in the life of a 
man. What is life? To get its answer he suggests the significance 
of life. Then we face another question the necessity to raise such 
question. He himself replies:’ if a man thinks his life and the life 
of the other creatures are meaningless, he does not only feel 
unpleasant, he will also becomes unacceptable to life.’ We see 
the advocates of a religion assert that religion makes life 
meaningful, and without the concept of God life suffers defeat 
and man feels vacuity. Einstein very beautifully describes the 
purpose of life. He maintains that man has reached his 
evolutionary stage where he does not need any external support 
to get his mission in his life. It is very simple to understand that 
if a man takes his life and the world around him worthless, he is 
going to finish himself. On the contrary we find civilization of 
thousands years of mankind gives evidence that man always 
finds himself better in the process of evolution: the forces of his 
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consciousness and contemplation always remained successful to 
subjugate his selfishness and brutish instincts. The 
Enlightenment given by the philosophers, thinkers, mystics and 
scientists to mankind will never become dusky. Man’s instinct to 
embellish his surroundings and to understand it better is always 
vibrant. However in the universe meaningfulness is not intended 
and contemplated, it is subject to mechanism of cause and effect 
which in a way keeps purposefulness and steadiness whereas 
man deliberately exploits his inborn capabilities to secure the 
purpose of mutual survival of life. Man’s objective implied in his 
self-awareness. Religious creeds do not explain the meaning of 
death and life precisely. History stands witness the concept of 
God never played an important role in restricting man from 
going astray. Everybody knows well the ruthlessness and 
massacre of human beings were allowed in the name of God in 
the conflicts of believers of different creeds.. A religion badly 
failed to give a broad assignment of life because its relationship 
with God is commercial of reward and punishment, a liaison that 
entails selfishness. 

In 1950 Einstein gave an interview on the subject of 
science and religion. The question was about the proposition 
whether it was high time for scientists to give a new definition of 
religion. Einstein very candidly replied, “It is ridiculous”. 
Einstein very beautifully put a lot in a nutshell. On this he was 
told that people desired scientists to provide mankind with 
inspiration and spirituality as traditional religion of today has 
failed to undertake these obligations. Einstein responded: “ I 
think in the domain of science all the delicate thinking and 
deliberation ooze from deep religious feelings and without these 
feelings thinking or deliberation is not worthwhile.”. Einstein 
first of all rejected the idea that science should substitute religion 
to give spiritual consolation and guidance to human beings. The 
crux of the matter is that science unlike religion does not give 
inexorable and impregnable formulae; it only enhances the 
capabilities of man to comprehend the universe. It is the 
assignment of social expertise to get explanation of manifold 
questions in the light of scientific understandings of the universe. 
Einstein declared the work in scientific laboratories ‘only 
religious activities’. He denounced all sorts of religious 
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idolization in the worshipping houses because he knew well that 
the performance of exercises in the worshipping houses was 
founded on superstition and ignorance. This mechanical exercise 
cannot be associated with God. The scientist while 
experimenting relishes the real flavour of being close to God. It 
is irony of fate that men build the houses of God when he resides 
in the limitless universe. 

Commenting on the question: ‘in the countries where 
religions Catholic and Protestant are popular, especially in 
English speaking countries, the opposition against science is 
animated when in Judaism which is a disciplined religion does 
not oppose science. Einstein said, “Judaism encourages all 
efforts which help the promotion of life. Judaism does not preach 
fanaticism and extremism. Its attitude is liberal in the matter of 
creeds. Truly speaking Judaism, in the popular expressions of 
faith, does not demand any Act of Faith. That is why there is no 
contradiction between Jew religious standpoint and theory of 
science. 

Einstein was making an overt reference to the religious 
claims that it is a complete code of life for its followers. Einstein 
holds a nation deprived of independent thinking can neither 
make progress in science nor get an honourable place in the 
comity of nations. The dimensions of a religion are restricted by 
its creeds and spiritual rituals. Today if a nation embarks upon to 
make its religion a code of life, it will lose code and life too, and 
will be infected with contradictory aspects of every problem. The 
requirements of life and his awareness would goad humans to 
make progress in his life by bringing changes in the trite and 
worn out creeds and way of behaving. On the other hand the 
priesthood and “code of life of a religion” would be a hindrance 
in the progress and welfare of mankind. It confines tender and 
subtle feelings and passions in the narrow dungeon of 
conventions and hackneyed phraseology. 

A cursory glance on the history will convince us that 
only nations independent from the slavery of religious creeds are 
making enviable progress in all fields of life. It is obvious that 
Judaism produced great scientists, philosophers and thinkers in 
the history of mankind. A nation adhered to the belief that its 
religion is a complete code of life inevitably falls into the 
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abysses of blinkeredness. We are the best example of it. Prize 
winner, Dr. Abdul Salam is exiled from the fold of Islam 
because he is Ahmady. It is corollary of the blind faith, because 
blind faith cannot bear the luminosity of knowledge, because it is 
blind. On the contrary, the nation of Jews offered Einstein, a 
disbeliever of traditional God, to become the president of state of 
Israel. In some of his writings Einstein expresses his 
individualistic religious feelings with the illustration of “Cosmic 
Religion”. The history of mankind tells about the individuals 
who denied the teachings of religion were declared infidels. 
They were men of delicately spiritual feelings. How “Cosmic 
Religion” can be introduced when it has no concept of 
personified God and religious creeds and formation. 

In words of Einstein the first essential assignment of 
science and art is to keep such feelings robust among the people 
of understanding. When a man examines matter from historical 
angle, he finds invariably incompatibility between religion and 
science. The rationale of it is that a man with a firm belief in 
infinite relation between cause and effect does not entertain an 
idea of the existence of an entity interfering in the functioning of 
the universe. He has also no concern with the religion, the 
produce of fear. It is very imperative to find motivation behind 
the antagonism of the religious institutions against science and 
persecution of secular thinkers by the clerics. On the contrary my 
Cosmic Religion is the strongest and the most delicate passion to 
accelerate scientific exploration. One of my contemporary has 
rightly said, “In the epoch of materialism only true scientists are 
religious men.” 


In the above mentioned excerpt of Einstein we find 
characteristically spiritual feelings. Everyman of wisdom, 
awareness and perception share these experiences. On the other 
side the clergyman of every religion gives unscientific and 
unsustainable concept of God possessing all the attributes of 
man. The word “Cosmic” taken in vision of Einstein’s 
characteristic religious feelings has very profound meanings. The 
common abysmally destructive flaw of all the religions is 
feeding fanaticism. Every religion codified the thinking of its 
followers, whereas to reach truth and get scientific knowledge 
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‘open air’ is necessary. In religion to put restrictions on liberal 
thinking is all round: we find outpouring of chauvinism, 
intolerance and discrimination of religion are ubiquitous 
regardless clime and climate. Religion circumscribes thinking 
when thinking has to dive into immensity of the universe to find 
pearls of truth. That is the reason the heats of mystics, 
philosophers and scientists are large enough to contain the 
universe. There is no problem of ‘my’ ‘your’ .near’ ‘distant’ 
‘individual’ ‘stranger’ all are one coherent unit. God is all, all is 
God. Truth and magnanimity demand infinity in thought. That is 
why Einstein prefixes cosmic with his religious feelings. He 
persistently declares scientists are true religious persons. 


An excerpt from his address in Princeton University, in 
1939, is presented here : “ In the last century the idea of an 
unbridgeable gulf between knowledge and creeds gained 
currency among the well learned persons. The vulnerability of 
blind faith is that it cannot stand objective tests that are 
necessary for one’s character and force of a decision. Scientific 
method teaches us that truths of different things are coherent and 
affiliated with one another. The first prerequisite of Einstein’s 
metaphysics is the rejection of traditionally prevalent concept of 
God. It is obvious that the other aspects of life relating to social, 
cultural, aesthetic, psychological and moral affairs cannot be 
solved by mere science. It is also significant that knowledge of 
these subjects also needs collective awareness provided by 
science. Though science has no direct linkage with the 
knowledge of social sciences, yet they have scientific attitude. It 
is not possible for a level-headed man to ignore the delicate and 
spiritual significance of matter. Man is not a robot; we cannot 
understand life through mechanical functioning. It advisable to 
know that only the persons of progressive and free thinking well 
versed with the scientific theory of the universe have faith in 
such metaphysics. They are ready to make changes in their 
attitude in consonance with the changes in the circumstances. 
They believe there is no infallibility in any law and regulation. 
Man is the ultimate authority himself. As regards Einstein’s 
statement that only ‘intuition’ reveals secrets of nature entails 
some explanations: ‘intuition’ is never in void, in its credentials 
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some tangible dynamics are at work. Intuition never occurs out 
of nothing. Intuition is only a higher kind of intellect. Thought 
and intuition spring from the same root and complement each 
other. The clerics should not monopolize it, rather every thinker 
and artists go through this experience. We call it ‘sudden 
thought’. 

In the same address, Einstein asserts that science and 
religion are compatible, only religious legends that owe their 
existence to sacred myths and icons are conflicting with science. 
It suggests that as far the question of rationalization of the 
universe relates, the superiority and guidance of science are 
long-established. Frequently repeating the name of God 
symbolizes pseudo humbleness. The present societies of the 
underdeveloped countries conspicuously reflect religious 
mindset which is directly conflicting scientific way of thinking. 
In 1960, in a seminar “ philosophy and science” Einstein very 
beautifully described “ Instead of asking me what is religion, I 
would prefer to ask the person what does he desire by giving me 
the impressions that he is religious. I think it is better for him to 
use his best talents in liberating himself from the yoke of his 
selfish longings. Only those people can believe in science who 
truly loves to find and understand truth. It is not possible to find 
a scientist who does not have profound faith in science. Einstein 
describes his thoughts in very superb verdicts: 


“ Science without Religion is Lame 
Religion without Science is Blind”. 


The question of scientific determinism gave rise to questions 
about Einstein's position on theological determinism, and 
whether or not he believed in God. He once said: You may call 
me an agnostic...” I do not share the crusading spirit of the 
professional atheist whose fervor is mostly due to a painful act of 
liberation from the fetters of religious indoctrination received in 
youth. I prefer an attitude of humility corresponding to the 
weakness of our intellectual understanding of nature and of our 
own being. 
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History of man tells that man with his instinctive selfishness is 
also a master of genuine, virtuous and delicate feelings. Einstein 
feel apprehended that science might make man money-oriented 
and mechanized as some problems are solved only with 
inspiration. Similarly religion without science is a sheaf of 
creeds. 


Bertrand Russell 


Russell has left more deep bearings on the formation of 
the thought of 20" century than his contemporaries. His notions 
are not restricted to radical ideas; they are also dovetailed with 
pragmatic mythology. Russell was born in 1872 in an English 
Baron family. His father died in his early childhood. His 
grandfather brought him up. His grandfather became prime 
minister of Britain twice. Russell’s essays embody philosophy in 
the sense of wisdom, science, politics, on matters like happiness 
of the individual in a society, the development of social 
institutions and the inculcation of moral virtues which may 
replace dogmas of religion. In 1940 in the city of New York, he 
was appointed as a teacher in a college. He was condemned with 
the same allegations that were leveled against Socrates in 2339 
b.c. in Athens. 

Russell considers religion to be retrograde and 
pernicious influence on mankind throughout its history. All 
religions are, detrimental to the human personality because they 
breed irrational fear. His criticism on creeds is of different style 
and more convincing than that of his contemporaries. He was 
rightly recognized “wise man” of 20" century. With this 
reference he may be acknowledged the Voltaire of 20" century. 
Russell left behind very much for our consideration. On religion 
his pre-eminent essays are. 

“ A free man’s worship”. Science and Religion”. 
“ Why I am not Christian’”.“What I believe.”. 
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“A free man’s worship”: 

His essay may be summed in his quote: "The good life is 
one inspired by love and guided by knowledge". He does not 
claim , this is a logically necessary belief, but instead he wishes 
to convince more people to believe in it by providing examples 
and its consequences. 


“I believe that when I die I shall rot, and nothing of my 
ego will survive. I am not young and I love life. But I should 
scorn to shiver with terror at the thought of annihilation. 
Happiness is nonetheless true happiness because it must come to 
an end, nor do thought and love lose their value because they are 
not everlasting. Many a man has borne himself proudly on the 
scaffold; surely the same pride should teach us to think truly 
about man's place in the world. Even if the open windows of 
science at first make us shiver after the cosy indoor warmth of 
traditional humanizing myths, in the end the fresh air brings 
vigour, and the great spaces have a splendour of their own.” 


Why I am not a Christian 


“To come to this question of the existence of God: it is a 
large and serious question, and if I were to attempt to deal with it 
in any adequate manner I should have to keep you here until 
Kingdom Come, so that you will have to excuse me if I deal with 
it in a somewhat summary fashion. You know, of course, that the 
Catholic Church has laid it down as a dogma that the existence 
of God can be proved by the unaided reason. That is a somewhat 
curious dogma, but it is one of their dogmas. They had to 
introduce it because at one time the freethinkers adopted the 
habit of saying that there were such and such arguments which 
mere reason might urge against the existence of God, but of 
course they knew as a matter of faith that God did exist. The 
arguments and the reasons were set out at great length, and the 
Catholic Church felt that they must stop it. Therefore they laid it 
down that the existence of God can be proved by the unaided 
reason and they had to set up what they considered were 
arguments to prove it. There are, of course, a number of them, 
but I shall take only a few. 
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We want to stand upon our own feet and look fair and 
square at the world -- its good facts, its bad facts, its beauties, 
and its ugliness; see the world as it is and be not afraid of it. 
Conquer the world by intelligence and not merely by being 
slavishly subdued by the terror that comes from it. The whole 
conception of God is a conception derived from the ancient 
Oriental despotisms. It is a conception quite unworthy of free 
men. When you hear people in church debasing themselves and 
saying that they are miserable sinners, and all the rest of it, it 
seems contemptible and not worthy of self-respecting human 
beings. We ought to stand up and look the world frankly in the 
face. We ought to make the best we can of the world, and if it is 
not so good as we wish, after all it will still be better than what 
these others have made of it in all these ages. A good world 
needs knowledge, kindliness, and courage; it does not need a 
regretful hankering after the past or a fettering of the free 
intelligence by the words uttered long ago by ignorant men. It 
needs a fearless outlook and a free intelligence. It needs hope for 
the future, not looking back all the time toward a past that is 
dead, which we trust will be far surpassed by the future that our 
intelligence can create.” 


What I believe 
Main article: Bertrand Russell's views on society 


“Political and social activism occupied much of Russell's 
time for most of his life, which makes his prodigious and 
seminal writing on a wide range of technical and non-technical 
subjects all the more remarkable. Russell remained politically 
active almost to the end of his life, writing to and exhorting 
world leaders and lending his name to various causes. He was 
also famously noted for saying "No one can sit at the bedside of 
a dying child and still believe in God.” Russell determined man 
to be "the product of causes, his origin, his growth, his hopes and 
fears, his loves and his beliefs, are but the outcome of accidental 
collocations of atoms, that no fire, no heroism, no intensity of 
thought and feeling, can preserve an individual life beyond the 
grave; that all the labors of the ages, all the inspiration, all the 
noonday brightness of human genius are destined to extinction in 


126 


the vast death of the solar system, that the whole temple of man's 
achievement must inevitably be buried beneath the debris of a 
universe in ruins -- all these things, if not quite beyond dispute, 
are so nearly certain, that no philosophy which rejects them can 
hope to stand.” 


Russell on his 80" birthday said,” I have spent my life in 
search of personal and communal vision. From individual angle, 
I devoted my every moment of life to contribute to what is noble 
and beautiful. In worldly affairs, I crave to adopt a sagacious 
attitude to help in the growth of a society free of hatred, greed 
and jealousy. This is an article of my belief, and in spite of all 
violence my faith is still strong. Russell in “What I believe” says 
“Man is an inseparable part of nature. Man’s physical and mental 
activities are subject to the laws of nature. This space and time is 
very spacious, but it is not so spacious as it was thought 100 
years ago. Science is exploring every corner of it. Now it is 
being felt that the universe is limited and light can complete its 
circuit around it in a few millions years. Matter consists in 
electrons, protons, and their size and number are limited. The 
changes in them can be arranged with some common principles 
that can determine its past and future. It appears that physical 
science is reaching the stage of its completion. After its 
completion it will lose its attraction because after finding the 
principles of electrons and protons there remain only a concern 
of geography. It suggests that soon the travel of man on the 
universe will complete. 

This is the material world of which man is a part. His 
body like other material things is made of electrons. There are a 
few people who believe that it is not fair to depreciate human 
beings bringing them to the level of physics. Their arguments are 
not convincing. As travel depends on the roads and railway 
system, similarly thoughts depend on routes carved in mind. The 
energy that is used in the process of thinking also owes to 
chemical working. For example want of iodine makes a wise 
man stupid. It implies that all the wonderful working of brain is 
obliged to the material construction of matter. In the light of the 
above discussion, we come to know that it is all game of matter, 
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the structure of brain collapses and loses its energy which 
exploits the traces of brain to create ” thinking”. 

The concept of God and eternal life, deprived of the 
approval of science, are pivotal dogmas of a religion. Buddhism 
ignores both the concept of God and eternity of life; therefore it 
is wrong to insist that all religions approve the old idea of God 
and life. There is no doubt that people happily cultivate creeds 
because creeds gratify their longings and desires. It is very 
delightful to declare owns self pious and others wicked. I do not 
think there is any rationale to prove the existence of God or 
everlastingness of life. Neither I claim that I can prove non- 
existence of God nor I intend to entangle myself to establish that 
Satan is a fiction. It is plausible that God may exist , and with the 
same parameters the existence of Ancient Egyptians and 
Babylonia’s gods cannot be denied. But these hypothesis have 
no ground to stand upon because they are against the intelligence 
and common sense. They do not, for this reason, merit serious 
consideration. It is evident that our mental life is entrenched with 
our physical life, therefore both mental and physical lives die 
simultaneously. 

Psychology does not agree to this conclusion. 
Psychologists claim that they have scientific evidences to prove 
that mental life stay after death. There might be divergent views 
on the subject, but I think the line of reasoning of physiology is 
more sustainable. At the same time it is probable that the 
argument of psychologists in future may become so strong that 
to deny the survival of mental life after death would appear 
unscientific. The survival of mental life after death, is another 
subject. It also means to suspend physical death. The believers in 
the staying of mental life after death target physiology with the 
explanation that soul and body are different and separate entities. 
In addition to it, soul and its experience are different organs of a 
body. In my view, Russell asserts, this kind of metaphysics is 
supernaturalism. The fact is that we use different terms for 
matter and soul merely to make study of these disciplines 
convenient. They do not have individual unites, as like soul, 
electron and proton are mere logical fiction. Certainly they are a 
series of the same history and events. The persons who know 
well the process of growing of a child during pregnancy can 
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realize the essentials of the nourishment of a soul. They cannot 
think that during all this process and different stages soul is an 
undivided and an individual being. It is axiomatic that it 
continues to grow along with the body. Its coming into being is 
indebted to the union of ova and sperms. It cannot be divided or 
be declared an individual unit. It also cannot be appended with 
theory of materialism, rather it is a proof that each and every 
thing of this world of our interest is made of matter. The scholars 
of metaphysics endeavour to prove that soul is immortal, but 
with a simple test the air of their arguments deflates. 

The fear is the groundwork of religious dogmas. Though 
our individual and common fear plays an important role in our 
social life, yet it is the fear of nature that gives birth to a religion. 
It is unmistakable that the difference between matter and soul is 
sheer an optical illusion. With the passage of time as science is 
progressing, more and more situations and objects are falling 
within the purview of man’s control. However there are some 
things that will stay out man’s control. These include great 
mysteries regarding astronomy. We can only take advantage of 
those things which are near our earth, and in a way even on the 
earth our potentials to exploit these things are limited. The most 
among them is that we cannot prevent death, though we can 
often adjourn it temporarily. 

Religion is an attempt to meet this weakness of man. If 
God controls this world and our supplications and prayers can 
affect the will of God, it suggests that we share the functioning 
of the world. Under this illusion , in olden time, it was common 
belief that miracles did occur in response to the prayers of the 
people. Hence belief in God so far to model the world of nature 
is with a purpose to make man realize that the forces of nature 
are his allies. Likewise the concept of resurrection works to do 
away with the fear of death. But the relevant medical staff do 
not agree to it. The concept of an eternal life can, of course, 
softens the agonies of death but cannot eliminate it altogether. 

Religion is the crops of terror. It contains so many 
dignified terrors. It is unfortunate to see that religion fashions 
thinking of the people to accept these fears without any 
reservations. I do believe that after my death I with my ego { 
soul } would become putrefied. I am not young, I love life, but I 
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hate to tremble at the thought my elimination. The aroma of 
delightful moments does not lessen with the thought that they are 
fleeting. There had been so many persons who mounted gibbet 
with a smile on their lips. Certainly such persons are symbols to 
signify the exalted position of man. Philosophy of nature differs 
from philosophy of values. To create confusion in them will 
result in troubling only. “What is it” “ What should be” , or what 
is good to us is different thing. Undoubtedly we are a part of 
nature which creates fears, longings and hopes in us in 
consonance with the principles of physics. 

As our earth is one of the smallest planets among the 
countless stars of a galaxy, we should not inappropriately restrict 
philosophy of nature to the earth only. It is ridiculous that man 
who himself is a resident of worthless planet of an insignificant 
star distorts philosophy of nature to get desired results. Theory of 
Vitalism [ in animals there exists a separate animal soul besides 
medical and chemical nuts and bolts] and the theory of evolution 
have irrationally embarked upon the search of colossal 
recognition. So far we know about this great world, it is neither 
good nor bad nor is worried about our pleasures and pains. All 
such beliefs are simply to promote the significance of self-worth. 
It does not need rocket science, but a flicker of astronomy to set 
it right. It is quite different from philosophy of ethics. What on 
earth we know about nature whether it is real or imaginary, it 
goes through our scrutiny, and there is no parameter to judge if 
our assessments are correct or not. In the domain of morals we 
are superior to nature as nature in this matter is impartial. It is 
indifferent to virtue and wickedness, temptation of admiration 
and fear of condemnation. We ourselves create values and our 
ambitions award them gradations. In the kingdom of morals and 
values we are king and to give in to nature is tantamount to 
dethrone ourselves. Certainly we are to decide what is good in 
life and nature and any other supera-natural entity has no 
interference in the decision. 

These are the views of Russell regarding God, religion 
and other subjects relating to them. Like other intellectuals, 
Russell after testing religious creeds maintains we are churn out 
of the progression of nature. It implies that we are not favorite 
creature of nature. Our capability which animates a realization 
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of soul in us is also outcome of electrons, protons and chemical 
action. This special realization {soul} also comes to end along 
with the destruction of body. All discussions about resurrection 
are good to cater for the wishes of the people of weak faith. 
Russell endorses that religion is the child of fear. The concept of 
God itself symbolizes the wish of man to control the forces of 
nature. Accordingly he primarily created concept of God who is 
omnipotent. He then started to please the Omnipotent with 
prayers, sacrifices, hymns and adoration so that He might make 
the forces of nature work according to the wishes of man. This 
was a simple recipe that primitive man used to conquer nature. 
Now it is vital in this context that man of today is not so 
helpless. Modern man has comprehensive knowledge and 
forceful technology to surmount nature. Russell feels grieved on 
the destructively domino effects of fears produced by a religion. 
He contends all kinds of fears kill self-reliance and other 
capabilities of a man. It makes a man coward and slave and the 
ecclesiastic copiously exploit it. All the believers are fettered 
with the chains of fear. They are not performing “virtuous deeds’ 
with free will, rather pricking of sin which is the result of creeds 
motivates them to do so. There are so many methods with them 
to please God : by reading three times some specific sacred 
words before going to bed all the pricks of sin dwindle to 
nothing. 

Russell pleads man to examine himself in the wider 
perspective of the universe diffusing for millions light years, and 
find the universe telling, “ Oh man! Remember you’re the most 
insignificant position --” You are less than the tiniest part of a 
grain of sand in the infinite desert under heaven. . With reference 
to morals and values Russell holds that only man should enjoy 
the rights to make his life pleasant, and he should has exclusive 
rights to decide what is “good” and “better” for him. Conceiving 
and coining moral principles and changes in them should be at 
the discretion of man. To make morals and values sacred is to 
make societies stagnant. It will trammel the positive 
development of man and his loveliness. 
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The dilemma of creeds 

Russell in his book{ Human Society in Ethics and 
Politics} writes “ we all claim our creeds are right and the creeds 
of other dangerous. But I want to emphasize on the point that all 
creeds are definitely harmful. We may define faith as it is firm 
creed on a thing which does not have evidence because a thing 
which is supported by evidence needs no ‘faith’ or ‘creeds’ for 
its life. : for illustration, we cannot say that two and two make 
four is my faith or it is my faith that the earth is round. 
Established facts need no faith or creeds. We feel the need of 
faith when we substitute emotions with evidence. The exchange 
of emotions with proof certainly triggers disputes and quarrels 
among individuals. A creed cannot be protected by reason, its 
defense is propaganda and in some cases fight. In the regime of 
believers the authority imbibes certain creeds in the immature 
minds of the children and burn or bans the books which are 
against their creeds.” 

A great event in the history of world substantiates its 
truth : 
In 642, Alexandria was captured by the Muslim army of Amr ibn 
al “Aas. There are five Arabic sources, all at least 500 years after the 
supposed events, which mention the fate of the library. Abd'l Latif of 
Baghdad (1162-1231) states that the library of 
Alexandria was destroyed by Amr, by the order of the 
Caliph Omar. The story is also found in Al-Qifti (1172- 
1248), History of Learned Men, from whom Bar 
Hebraeus copied the story. 


The longest version of the story is in the Syriac Christian author Bar- 
Hebraeus (1226-1286), also known as Abu'l Faraj. He translated 
extracts from his history, the Chronicum Syriacum into Arabic, and 
added extra material from Arab sources. In this Historia 
Compendiosa Dynastiarum he describes a certain "John 
Grammaticus" asking Amr for the "books in the royal library". 
Amr writes to Omar for instructions, and Omar replies: "If those 
books are in agreement with the Quran, we have no need of 
them; and if these are opposed to the Quran, destroy them. 


Russell strongly rejects the thought that a religion is the 
messenger of peace and safety. Religious governments are 
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always war maniac and promote militancy. Russell also 
maintains that there is no truth that religion creates cohesion in a 
society. Russell thinks there is no precedent that a crusade did 
any positive role for the betterment of mankind. Russell stresses 
upon the point that religious wars only yield hatred among the 
followers of conflicting creeds. An article published in The “ 
Daily Jang” Jan. dated 28.3.1990, of Major Muhammad Saed 
Tawana reveals heart rendering holocaust of sacred wars :- 

“ Khalid bin Walid took an oath and said “ I will bleed 
the blood of my enemy over the river provided God grants me 
victory.” He silted the throats of 70,000 to fulfil his oath. Groups 
after groups of the enemy were brought and were ruthlessly 
slaughtered in the river with the catchword ‘God is great’. If you 
want to return your home as a winner, be ruthless. Khalid bin 
Walid followed this guiding principles.”’. 


According to Russell in order to perpetuate your creeds 
it is imperative to vitalize blindness with caution so that facts 
could not reach the people. It is a weak and scornful aspect of 
man that he finds redress of the sufferings of his life in pleasant 
myths of his religion. The faith in God and the myths associated 
with Him perpetuate because it provides a believer with 
consolation. A believer flares up when one differs with him on 
the matter of creeds. Punishment is given, censorship is imposed 
and limited and twisted state education is imparted to keep on 
the creeds. You have to be unreasonable if you have faith in the 
Bible/Quran or Das Capital. And if once you become 
unreasonable, you will feel inclined becoming unreasonable in 
other matters. You can say that to believe in God is not so 
harmful. I will not entangled myself in such quibbles. To me its 
harm corresponds to the doubts that it creates in you about the 
health of your creeds. Once there was a time when to have belief 
in “ the earth is flat” was reasonable. Then this belief does not 
bring bad results, but to day such belief epitomize madness. If 
you think that your belief is level-headed, you have to prove its 
validation with logic and nor with coercion and oppression. 
Further you should be ready to leave your belief if it goes against 
the reasoning. In case your faith is based on creeds, you will feel 
logic and reasoning are preposterous and you will use force. The 
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believers in the name of religion brainwash the immature minds 
of the youth of a nation. The behaviour of creeds ridden people 
is very sheepish because they take advantage of the fact that 
immature minds are vulnerable to defend themselves. 
Unfortunately this is in vogue in all the religious countries. 
Russell emphatically declares that the world needs scientific 
truth and not creeds tinged and drenched in belief of God or any 
other ism. 
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The concept of God and Joosh Meelia Abadi 


Exalted Joosh Meelia Abadi is one of the most 
distinguished figures of Urdu literature : his article in brief 
without any comments is presented for the readers’ perusal and 
consideration on the subject. It is so epigrammatic and terse that 
it is not possible for a common student of literature, like me, to 
translate it in English. However, I will try to give the pith of the 
dissertation. 

“There is no one who can prove this universe could not 
come into existence without the Omnipotent. It seems that the 
present concept of God is the figment of a person who first of all 
made an image of Him. It is our whim that we cannot live 
without His discretion. The thought that God is the helper of 
mankind is squarely on account of the propaganda of the 
religious dissimulators. These spiritual simulators excavated 
Him from the earth and fed Him with the mystery of Nature and 
made Him the most superior with the help of their poetic flight. 
It is not hard to comprehend the motivation behind it for which 
these hypocrites had brought Him from the solitude and 
whispered in His ears that you were God. Was He not God 
before their whispering. Is man born sycophant by nature, and 
God is obliged to hear these stupid sycophants. How foolish it is 
to define or restrict the infinite within the circumference of 
characteristics. It is a common understanding among the people 
that God makes others the means of our profits and losses. It is 
also common understanding among the people that the ruler who 
sheds his responsibility of his bad deeds is hated and not loved. 
But it is a strange phenomenon that we think God the most just 
and compassionate in His nature, kneel down before Him for 
blessings. The horrible tug of war to snatch the substance of the 
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others is waged since the man has gained awareness, and the 
poor and the weaker have been being inhumanly exploited by the 
stronger, and the creator, the master, and the lord of his beings is 
looking this spectacle with satisfaction without providing 
rectification of injustice prevalent for millions years. He at the 
same time is considered and worshipped a just and 
compassionate, it is strange and stupid syllogism . In confusion, 
the people who are determined to prove the existence of God at 
all costs, define and give Him the nomenclature of Nature. But 
they at the same time forget that Nature is cruel, immoral, and 
indifferent, while God, as they preach with emphasis, all loving 
and all caring. Has not this come into the notice of God, who is 
Omniscient how many his blessed people are exploiting his 
name and looting the poor and honest people. Is He sleeping 
high in the heavens where the cries of the exploited do not reach 
or He is enjoying this awful tamasha [spectacle]. 


This seems that the religious dissimulators have been 
auctioning the name of God and His all belongings in the open 
market with heavy price and the ignorant and the feared people 
who want to win Paradise are offering their bids according to 
their desires and financial capacity.” 

This reminds the saying of Karl Max, “ Religion is the 
product of fear and greed”. He further said,” Religion is opium, 
who tastes it remains under its intoxication.” 
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Iqbal and his concept of God. 


Our Muslim and national character is devoid of the 
traditions of liberal, objective and scientific thinking. Sentiments 
and conservativeness oriented nations lose the capabilities to 
look forward and accept new realities explored by thinkers or 
scientists. That is why the few thinkers happened to be in the 
Muslim world were either blemished with ‘ legal opinions’ of 
infidelity or were elevated so high with the blessing of 
sacredness that they became impervious to criticism. On the 
contrary the Western nations welcome every new idea and make 
progress by leaps and bounds when we are lagging behind day 
by day. We are connoisseurs in blaspheming our thinkers. Iqbal 
is one of the South Asian thinkers who first faced ‘legal opinion’ 
of infidelity and afterward enjoyed the glorification of the title “ 
The poet of the East.”’. 

It is difficult to determine whether he is a poet or a 
philosopher, but it is evident that he was very fond of taking care 
of paradoxes.. He has a vast comprehension of philosophy. He 
wrote a thesis on “ The metaphysics of Iran and won the degree 
of Doctorate from the university of Munich. During his stay in 
Germany he met Nietzsche and Bergson. Iqbal was much 
fascinated by the theory called a process of philosophy, which 
rejected static values in favour of values of motion, change, and 
evolution. He was invited by the University of Oxford to give 
lectures on philosophy. At this occasion he gave an elaborated 
and comprehensive lecture on “Reconstruction of Religious 
Thought in Islam” which echoed mysticism profusely. The 
temperament of Iqbal corresponds with that of Rumi. He was 
like Rumi passing through a period when Muslim world of Islam 
was entangled in conflicting thoughts. Love is dominant over 
wisdom and intellect in Iqbal’s writings. Besides universal 
evolution, change and independence, the main focus of his 
thinking is the concept of superhuman. Iqbal is iconoclast by his 
inherent qualities. He broke many huge images, and even the 
reverence of God could not escape from his pen. Gibb taking 
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Iqbal’s radical elucidation of Islamic creeds into consideration 
says,” There is no doubt, had Iqbal already not won popularity as 
a poet and a leadership among the Indian Muslims, his works 
against accepted creeds would not have been published. Iqbal did 
not believe in blind religious creeds. He declared without any 
reservations ‘ hell and paradise are two aspects of soul’. 

Iqbal is deadly against stagnancy in all fields of life. He 
believes in dynamism in the face of strong criticism of 
dogmatists. Iqbal does not accept the creeds as it is, and put 
arguments that the prophets would not have explored new 
avenues had they followed the traditions without their 
reservations. Iqbal in his childhood began to receive jolts of 
scepticism and atheism. In search of truth, his inquisitive mind 
did not accept the strength of truth of a thing without the support 
of evidence put by others. He was always ready to discard 
sanctity of a tradition attached to it. He strongly maintains that a 
sinful man who is engaged in creative activities is much better 
than an unconscious pious man. He felt anguished to find our 
clerics being ignorant of scientific knowledge make the Muslim 
get into habit of repentant virtues. Iqbal comparing piety with sin 
prefers sin to piety because the commission of sin entails 
creativity when piety is absent of it.. Once he said “sin has its 
own academic significance. Pious people are often naive and 
stupid.” It is evident that ‘sin’ implies deviation from certain 
creeds. And if this beaten path remains intact for centuries, it 
becomes mechanized and lifeless. It needs badly periodic 
injection of fresh ideas. The conservatives by observing the 
hackneyed conceptions of life, are certainly ‘pious’ but they lose 
the capacity to think in the right perspective. From this syllogism 
we can conveniently conclude that in the views of Iqbal, the 
nation that has been provided with ready made code of life loses 
its power of imagination and the nuts and bolts of creative 
activities. Hence the people who drag religion in every affair and 
seek guidance from religious traditions and conventions are not 
intelligent to say the least. 

A person who rejects readymade map of his life, tries 
himself to find the truth of everything and in this way explores 
new horizons of knowledge while a believer’s capabilities to 
think became dormant for not using them, and these are the best 
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attributes of a man. Iqbal maintains piety makes a man naive 
and stupid; because he surrenders before ‘sacred’ tradition 
without considering the authenticity of them. In this exercise he 
is deprived of the virtue of comparison and experiment, and fails 
to get the truth of a thing. To search authority from religion for 
the truth of each and every thing is a mere blind replication. The 
teaching of Iqbal about the worth of ‘sin’ is for it enables a man 
to differentiate between sin and virtue and what makes things 
evil and how we can convert evil into virtuous. ‘Sin’ explores 
new avenues of comprehension and creates new values. An 
intelligent man cannot be ‘pious’ because he is not satisfied until 
and unless he himself dos not undergo the experience of a thing. 
Hence only naive and foolish people are devotees of blind faith. 
Iqbal rejects the literal concept of Hell and Paradise because 
intelligent people neither have fascination for uselessly luxurious 
place nor fear of Hell intimidates them. 

On the subject of “existence of God” Iqbal in his one 
excerpt says, “ My friends often ask me, “ do you believe in the 
existence of God”? I think I have the right to ask them before 
giving an answer, that they should explain first how do they 
explain “ God” “Existence” and “Belief”. I admit that I do not 
understand them, and whenever I debate with them, I found them 
ignorant like me. We see how adeptly Iqbal exposed the 
ignorance of the believers. Iqbal makes a dialogue between heart 
and intellect on the subject of existence of God. In a dialogue 
between Intellect and heart: 

Heart: It is certain that God exists. 

Intellect: My dear! Existence relates to the works of 
philosophy and logic, and you have no right to trespass on it. 

Heart : It is good, my friend, Aristotle. 


In the above cited dialogue, Iqbal has explained that the 
question to believe in God or not is not the subject of reason, and 
this is the point of convergence of all the prominent thinkers. 
Atheists also maintain that the concept of God has no relations 
with science, reason and nature surrounding us. The subject of 
belief in God is a concern of heart. It may imply that it is a 
figment of man’s imagination coupled with his emotions. The 
efforts of the people to prove the existence of God with reason is 
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a futile exercise. It suggests that we ‘believe’ only those things 
that are not self-evident. For example, nobody says that he 
‘believes’ in existence of sun. Because sun is self-evident truth, 
and therefore needs no reason to prove that sun gives us light. A 
believer inherited the concept of God, therefore to keep it alive 
and prove it becomes the matter of his self-image and ego. Iqbal 
preaches that intellect should be a watch dog of the world of 
heart to check it from straggling. He lays emphasis on 
intellectual test to get the veracity of an intuitive and religious 
experience. According to it:- 

“ A proposition to be true, Should be consistent with 
some chosen Corpus of proposition”. The people who claim < 
they find God’ and see ‘His refulgence’ in fact in their ecstatic 
moods their own creative imagination becomes so pressing that 
they faithfully begin to believe that they have experienced some 
external force. In such matters Ibn ‘Arabi (1165—1240) who is 
considered the greatest of all Muslim philosophers, can help us 
to understand such situation. He says , “ Gabriel in fact was the 
creation of imagination of the prophets.” 


The extremist believers contended the academic modus 
operandi of Iqbal as one sided. They maintain that the selected 
matter of Iqbal’s criterion might be wrong. Hence to find truth 
only consistency is not adequate. Though Iqbal does not agree to 
the hypothesis of religion projected by Freud, yet he does agree 
with Freud’s follower, Jung. He says, “Only with the help of 
psyche we have belief that God shapes our models of lives.” It 
results in that according to Jung the concept of God is the child 
of man’s psyche. Iqbal also says,” Find God in yourself and 
yourself in God. Ego is the result of the conflict between 
collective realization and individual perception. The aim of life 
must be the utmost struggle for the promotion of individual 
persona; but man’s own limitations, psychological conflict and 
inconsistency trammel the path of development of ego. Iqbal 
does not teach that your mission should be to find God or merge 
into Him; rather he insists your objective should be to put all 
your efforts for the promotion and integration of your character. 
In a letter Iqbal writes to Dr. Nicolson “a man’s spiritual and 
moral prime model is not self denial rather it is the confirmation 
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of his self.” The achievement of superman is only possible when 
a man does his best to cultivate his self and make it the most 
individualistic and matchless. Iqbal finds God as a rival of man. 
He exalted man’s self to such an extent that the role of God in 
the universe comes to zero. Iqbal very artfully and aptly 
neutralize the concept of God’s superiority and ascendancy over 
man by projecting the theory of self-consciousness {ego }. This 
is like Nietzsche who makes his superman on the death body of 
God. 

The dignified self-consciousness certainly defy any 
authority whereas complete surrender to God is the basic article 
of belief in the traditional concept of God. Iqbal’s vivacious and 
independent brain rejects the absoluteness and supervisory of 
God over man in his poem “ Man’s address to God”. He finds so 
many defects in the configuration of the universe. In this poem 
Iqbal articulates man’s absolute confidence upon himself. God 
lays blame on man , “ I made this world with clay and water, and 
fragmented it in geographical regions. I made iron and you made 
swords from it. I made woods, and you made axe to cut it with. I 
made birds, and you made cage”. Man replied, “You made night, 
I made lamp. You made clay, I made goblet. You made desert, I 
made garden. You made stone, I made mirror. You made poison, 
I made antidote... This made God silent. God said, “Yes! This 
world is like this, do not put me more questions. Man said, “ 
This should not be as it is”. This strain we find in another poem 
of Iqbal, Man addresses God, “ O! God, you have toiled hard, the 
work of creation would have exhausted you, descend into my 
heart and take rest a bit..... it is better for you to have a friend 
like me[man] instead of passing a life of piety in solitude.”. 

We observe Iqbal is mostly involved defining God and 
His relations with man. In this context Iqbal read profusely the 
works of Plato, Ibin Arabi [Pantheism}, Nietzsche, and 
Wordsworth. The teacher of Iqbal, Makna Gart B. was an atheist. 
The persons who understand Iqbal’s works well divide his 
concept of God into three periods. In his romantic period of 
youth, Iqbal took God as an Eternal and Absolute Beauty, the 
Supreme Ideal. It was due to the influence of Platonic 
philosophy on Iqbal. God is conceived as Eternal Beauty, the 
universal Ideal of Beauty. He sees God in all forms and 
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manifestations. These expressions confirm the theory of 
Pantheism. But soon Iqbal realizes that beauty is not perpetual, 
rather it is transitory, and its position is only relative. No doubt, 
beauty spurs longing and exalts imagination, but is short lived 
and relative and transitory beauty cannot be God. Hence in the 
second stage of his development of thought he started to take 
Move as Ultimate Reality in place of beauty. He finds like man 
Ultimate Reality is busy in creativity. At this stage Iqbal believes 
that Absolute Reality is not self-deception, rather it is a system 
of Selves. Whatever is visible to us is the expressions of hidden 
forces of “ Khudi’. 


It is Khudi which widen our capabilities to explore new 
worlds hidden so far in the abysses of mystery. It denotes the 
universe also possesses “ Khudi” and we find it in its expressions 
of movement and change. God becomes Organizing Principle of 
Unity which binds the whole universe to gain creativity. Now his 
hymn is ‘ All divinity is in the range of Khudi’. To Iqbal 
existence in its real implication is Khudi{Ego} which gains 
perfection in man. God built on fear collapses, and man liberates 
himself from the fear of God. Now he embarks upon the search 
of Khudi in place of God as his mission of life. Inferiority 
complex flies away and his confidence is enhanced so much that 
he endevaours to capture Divine Decree 

The leaders of religion try to brow-beat man by striking 
a chord of God blessings. Instead Iqbal urges man to decline 
‘borrowed’ lucky things, and create his own world as it is the 
demand of Khudi. Iqbal sarcastically says to God, “You have 
made this world, my imagination can create so many such 
worlds. It is evident that only man has been embellishing this 
world. The toil and struggle of man bespeaks that the first 
mission of man is to mend the defects in the configuration of this 
world. He has given nature new shades and dimensions with his 
creative power. Only man is worried about the world otherwise 
the claimer of the both worlds becomes indifferent in the hour of 
need. No one can deny that all the cuteness in knowledge and 
production owes to man’s secular thought. The religions of the 
world contributed nothing to adorn this world or improve the life 
of man. 


142 


Iqbal becomes ironical when he says, “God does not 
know the significance of reconciliation and feelings of 
fellowship. The failure of man is that he ate the forbidden fruit, 
and the accusation against Satan is that he refused to bow down 
before Adam,” “You want to deprive me of the charms of this 
world by restraining my free choice. You have to tell me the 
whereabouts of Satan and his creator. On the day of judgment, 
there would not be only habitual slaves, hypocrites, the fearful of 
the fire of Hell, and “believers” with lusty eyes on Paradise. Be 
cautious, to face man may become difficult for you.’ With the 
delicacy of his art and the force of logic he has shattered the 
whole edifice of the myth of Paradise and the day of 
resurrection. The strategy of the author of the myth to present 
man in the presence of God in order to degrade him is not 
acceptable to the thinkers who believe in the dignity of man. 
Iqbal faithfully represents the case of man in ‘man versus God.’ 
In the judgment of man’s performance the role of God will also 
be taken in. How the Omnipotent can escape from the 
responsibilities of evil and virtue in the universe and life in it. 
Might is right has been the law of nature. Did the author of this 
myth not know that before the doomsday man would have 
gained so much knowledge that in the matter of arguments God 
would have to feel ashamed. He further proceeds and says,” 
Along with your shame, I would also feel ashamed”, with this he 
has morally exalted man. Iqbal expression of man’s ascendency 
over God is obvious in his being sorrowfulness on the 
solitariness of God, and in his suggestion to leave piety and 
become human. Iqbal defines the truth of God: “I build temple 
and masque to make your image...... ! You are the outcome of 
my longings and search. “ Iqbal reminds God that after attaining 
Khudi and self-respect, it is not possible for him to keep truth 
under wraps. Man’s natural helplessness is his limited 
capabilities in face of unlimited wide expanses of the universe. 
Iqbal feels deeply and uses it as argument against God. He holds 
that it is easy to sit in space-less-ness but to live under the 
restrictions of space and time is very difficult. In context of this 
difference, God has no rights to command man. Iqbal is also 
against the lack of intimation between man and God. He yearns 
to see God visible and find whole truth of the nature so that the 
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confusion about God would cease thence with. Iqbal believes in 
‘reality’ in place of ‘appearance’. Iqbal in his search of God 
could only find man because all the vistas lead but to man’s 
awareness. Iqbal wishes to see the embellishment of world’s 
‘garden’ and floral pattern of mountain and desert with 
parameters of human vision. It appears that Iqbal wishes to see 
superiority of manmade world over God made one. Probably in 
all Iqbal’s dialogues with God, ironically insolent element is 
overriding. It is simple that in the age of science and knowledge 
of 21“ century religious relationship of man’s slavery and God’s 
autocracy no longer can be maintainable. 


Ho God! Why did you turn out man from Paradise? 
Keep it with you this full of submissive angels and frigid Hoors 
devoid of variety. It is a stupid thought that man will find asylum 
in his lost paradise. Man is busy day and night to build new 
Paradises in the material world, go and keep on waiting. Man 
will certainly feel suffocated in the dungeon of religious 
discipline. Now man with his depths of knowledge and 
delicacies of consciousness has liberated himself from all kinds 
of restrictions. Likewise in a Persian poem Iqbal in his address to 
God: “ If you want me to lose my’ self’ for your panorama, it is 
not plausible. “ Iqbal says,’ Loyalty to God implies man’s 
faithfulness to his own nature.” But when your ultimate aim is 
only faithfulness to your nature, the words of fidelity to God do 
not ordinarily becomes supplementary. Consequently, Iqbal,” 
search of God” symbolizes “detection of man”. He finds God 
“{Ego}” s new forces in permanent creative activities: eternal “ 
process of creation” represents “ God existence”. Its excellence 
is to keep the universe in flux. 

Iqbal prompted man to discover new things though they 
might be sinful, certainly it inherits some goodness. Iqbal prefer 
an infidel who is busy in research to a holy and pious man sitting 
in a mosque with frigid feelings like that of a statue. Iqbal 
though believes that God is Omniscient, yet does not believe that 
God have fore knowledge. Iqbal maintains that belief in the fore 
knowledge of God will project a readymade map of blind 
universe, a passive future, where all the creative activities of God 
are predetermined. The traditionally religious critics says, “ Iqbal 
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is muddling up Fore-knowledge and Predestination. They 
elaborate it with an example: ‘ An expert of weather predicts 
about the weather after observing pressure of the air, but he does 
not determines it. Hence fore knowledge of God does not 
suggest that it is the cause of events. Mere fore knowledge 
cannot be declared as determining dynamics of occurring of 
things. But these people on some other occasions say that God as 
a creator creates nuts and bolts for surfacing incidents. Iqbal 
does not believe at all that God has fore knowledge. It also 
implies that God knowledge is not more than that of human 
beings. According to Iqbal Gods knows only as everybody 
knows : a normal human child could stand on his feet when he 
grows up, begins to utter meaningful words and could not fly in 
the air. Iqbal rejects God’s foresight and foreknowledge so that 
complete diversity, freedom, and originality could be 
maintained. The extremist lay blame on Iqbal that he has 
forgotten that God is not only Omniscient but is also an Absolute 
Creator. But Iqbal honestly understands that belief in God’s fore 
knowledge would make the whole process of the universe 
subject to the blind fate, and it would be a death warrant to 
originality, newness and creativity. In view of Iqbal if we take 
history only an composition of predestined events of which 
pictures are opening out gradually then we miss originality and 
advancement in it. So to say! if we accept God as defined by the 
religious scholars, in Iqbal opinion, this world deprived of 
creativity becomes a remorseless play and ridiculous farce. Iqbal 
rather stresses that pre- designed and pre- tailored world has no 
attraction even for God. He has no role in it, and therefore He 
should sleep. As God is absolutely Perfect, accordingly His 
creation should be perfect and free of faults. Everything inherits 
its antithesis for its recognition: as whiteness is because of 
blackness, virtue is because of vice. Keeping this fact in our 
consideration how we can say there would have been no other 
being better than human beings, and that too when the creator is 
God, Almighty. Iqbal assails Fate strongly: Future is not a pre 
chalked track; rather it contains open possibilities by its 
character. Hence fate does not signify predestination, rather it 
symbolizes all achievable possibilities that are hidden in it’s 
abysses to pop out into realities without outside interference. For 
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this reason Iqbal rebuffs the theory which suggests the 
proceedings of this world, like a film reel, at the mercy of the 
Absolute Reality. Iqbal thinks Fate denotes impending potentials 
of something that is going to happen. For this reason, in view of 
Iqbal, :’ Whatever God knows man can also know”. Iqbal by 
deviating from religiously prevalent concept of God persuaded 
Muslims to substitute tradition with intellect, in spite of the fact 
that he was born in a nation where people prefer mental slavery 
to freedom of thought. 
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Modern Man and God 


So far we have discussed the changes in the concept of 
God during man’s long journey to reach “ known” from 
*unknown” in his process of evolution. Man’s expedition is still 
continuous. In the different stages of civilization the perception 
of man has to encounter many problems to find his relationship 
with nature and the creator of the universe. He made use of his 
energies to find the answers of these questions. In this process 
many gaps were left which they filled with, legends, myths, 
various creeds and religions. On the other hand during his toil 
the secrets of the forces of nature begun to unroll and his self 
made gods began to lose ground. At last, man’s awareness grew 
from immaturity to maturity and he became able to tell us the 
story of growth of his realization. Let us see how modern man is 
coping with the questions relating to the concept of God. The 
driving motivation that played a vital role in fashioning the 
concept of God was besides mystery of universe, man’s 
helplessness before the furious forces of nature. It is common 
observation that helpless men need consolation in the concept of 
God. The helplessness of a man may be on account of his daily 
problems of economic or social or in his effort to understand 
truth of the universe. In ordinary illness man does not call God 
for help but in fatal case he involuntarily begins calling the name 
of God. Therefore more the ignorant society is, the more it is 
helpless. It has the most robust faith in God. On the other hand 
in prosperous, developed and educated societies which are 
making the best use of technology, faith in God is no more than a 
decoration piece in a museum. 

The modern man does not feel helpless in finding the 
solution of the problems in the fields of economics, ethics and 
physics. He possesses very deep and comprehensive knowledge 
based on science. He also knows well his limited capabilities to 
comprehend the universe spreading over billions light years. 
However the force of hardships in his way is not enough to drive 
him to get the support of supernaturalism, rather his helplessness 
goads him to discover new avenues of knowledge. Let us see 
what science is revealing about the creation and configuration of 
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the universe. The concept of God is invariably embedded with 
such questions : 

[a] What is the character and general structure of the 
universe in which we live? 

[b] Is there a permanent element in the constitution of 
the universe? 

[c] How we are related to it? 

[d] What place do we occupy in it, and what is the kind 
of conduct that benefits the place we occupy? 

There was a time when creeds were the exclusive 
explanation of these problems. Subsequently different religions 
and creeds concocted unlimited tales to prove the existence of 
God. It was hard to understand that the universe itself would not 
only divulge the mysteries attached to it but the event of the 
creation of the earliest moments man himself could observe and 
camera would retain it everlastingly. In 29 March 1995 BBC 
televised the earliest moments of the creation of the universe. 


Saint Agustin has determined age of the universe 5 
thousand b.c. in the light of religious books while Aristotle and 
other Greek philosophers did not believe the theory of creation 
of the universe. They maintain that man and the universe have 
been everlasting. Once, somebody asked about the activities of 
God before creation of the universe. In reply, Saint Agustin did 
not say, “ God was making Hell for you”. He said,” Time is one 
of the attributes of ongoing universe and God made it. Hence 
Space did not exist before the universe. “Likewise when 
Newton’s own principles about the concept of Absolute Space 
and Absolute Position were challenged, he felt shocked because 
this challenge was an attack on his creeds Absolute God. He, 
therefore, repudiated the thought of provisional Space. Aristotle 
and Newton both believe in the Absolute Time. To them Time 
exists independently of the Space. However it was Einstein who 
changed altogether the concept of Time and Space. He 
established that Time and Space are not flat; rather energy and 
mass have caused curvature and warp in them. The rotating of 
heavenly bodies in orbit is not on account of gravity, it is for its 
bent. The mass of sun has twisted Space in such a way that the 
earth is running independently on its right way, but it appears to 
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us that it is making circles in a round orbit. Similarly Time also 
moves slowly with massive body. 

Let us see the vastness of the universe. After the sun, the 
second nearest star of our earth is so far that a rocket with its 
speed of 186000 miles per second will take four and a half years 
to reach that star. Our galaxy is at the distance of one hundred 
thousand light years and the stars take hundreds of millions years 
to complete their circle round it and the universe contains several 
billions galaxies. One galaxy is consists of many hundred 
billions starts. Our sun is mere ordinary star of average size. In 
1929 Edwin Hubble told us that the universe seems to be running 
towards all directions. It expands from 5% to 10% in one 
thousand millions years. The process of the universe started 15 
billion years ago with Big Bang. Before its volume of density 
and heat being infinitesimal the size of the universe was zero, 
therefore all the principles and laws of science were in 
suspension. After Big Bang the temperature of the universe 
cooled down 10 thousand millions degree in one second. At that 
time the constitution of the universe was mostly of neutrons, 
protons and electrons with their anti-particles. After 100 seconds 
of the universe into existence, nuclei of Neutron atom began to 
form which contained one proton and one neutron. Then it made 
helium nuclei. After a few hours of Big Bang helium and other 
elements stopped taking place. The universe had been expanding 
in the same way for the next one million years. Where there was 
more density than the average, the matter started to rotate 
because of external gravity. Galaxies emerged from this fast 
rotating matter. This rotating speedily substance gave birth to 
galaxies. Hydrogen and helium gas converted into clouds after 
separating from galaxies. In the process of contraction atoms 
collided, and in this atomic process hydrogen converted into 
helium. These clouds of gas are two fountainheads which are 
named stars. The stars remain stable for a long time. Some heavy 
constituents of these clouds made planets which spin around its 
star. Our earth is a planet. Its age is about five billion years. In 
the beginning it was very hot, and then it became cool. The gas 
emitted from the rocks made its atmosphere. It is not the 
atmosphere in which we breathe. Rather it was composed of 
poisonous gases. It also lacked oxygen. After three billion years 
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the process of biology took place. First of all, the sea produced 
life. With the Inadvertent intersection of atoms some bigger 
structures emerged which are called molecules. They have the 
potentials to gather other atoms, and mould them in one shape. 
They started the process of reproduction of life. With the 
progression in their number, the process of evolution became 
complex: first fishes, then reptiles, after them mammals and at 
end man opened his eye to see the sky. Although some questions 
in this context are still undecided, yet the description of 
surfacing of the universe given above is supported by evidences 
and observations so far we have secured. 

Will the universe be expanding likewise? Science says 
no, because speed of expanding is diminishing and according to 
the law of thermodynamics the temperature of stars is also on 
decline due to its consumption. Reciprocal gravities of running 
away galaxies after becoming impoverished will have an effect 
on the process of expanding. A time will come when not to 
speak of the stopping of this process, the universe will begin to 
shrink. According to this guesstimate, after 40 billion years of 
Big Bang, the universe will begin to shrink and in next 40 billion 
years the universe after changing into a Big Crunch would be the 
precursor of the next Big Bang. It suggests that end of Time is 
also beginning of Time. This tremendously prestigious event 
completes its circle in 80 billion years. How many Times have 
come into existence, James Hutton said,” We have failed to find 
out a trace of its beginning, and therefore there is no possibility 
to know its end.” 

The most eminent physicist, Stephen Hawking, during 
his search to find out the explanation of the beginning and end of 
the universe, he writes in his famous book, A Brief History of 
Time. An invitation was offered to the scientists to gather in 
Vatican city, the centre of Roman Catholics and present their 
views on cosmology. It is interesting this was the same church 
that has persecuted Galileo for revealing about the earth’s 
revolving round the sun. After the meeting the scientists met 
Pope. Pope advised scientists that there was no objection to 
explore the universe after big bang. Nevertheless they should 
avoid investigation before Big Bang because that was the 
moment God was creating the universe. I was pleased to know 
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that Pope was ignorant of my lecture delivered in the conference. 
It suggests that space and time are limited without boundaries. It 
denotes that there is no point of beginning of the universe, and 
thus there is no pointer of creation. It seems after creating the 
universe, God left it to function in accordance with the laws of 
physics without His interference.” 

Some scientists hold that the beginning of the universe is 
the result of a Big Chaos. The discipline and orderliness we find 
in the universe is just a chance as we observe if many monkeys 
strike on the keys of a typewriter, there is possibility that some 
piece of Shakespeare’s work might be typed. The question why 
this universe is like this as it appears to us? The answer is very 
simple; if it were different, where we would have been? ‘We see 
the universe, the way it is because we exist.’ Stephen rejects the 
claim of religion that God made this vast universe only for man. 
His line of reasoning is that no doubt the system of solar was 
inevitable for our existence but it is unbelievable God constituted 
this vast universe with so many galaxies and countless stars in it 
only for the sake of man. It is more unbelievable that God had to 
wait for billions years after making the universe to create man... 
that too to simply see his misdeeds...... ! 

Scientists have to tell where did such tremendous matter 
come from? Quantum Theory responds: ‘Particles can be 
produced in the form of Pairs of Anti-Particles. Again question is 
where did such energy come from? The answer is that in fact the 
energy of the universe is zero. Whole the matter of the universe 
is made of positive energy. Matter is linked with one another 
owing to gravity. Two pieces of matter happened to be near have 
less force than when they are comparatively far off because to 
break the force of gravity it needs more strength. It implies that 
gravitational field represents negative force. This universe is in 
uniform in the space. Therefore it can be proved that negative 
force equally discharges the positive force. Consequently all the 
gathered force of the universe becomes zero. Now zero plus zero 
= zero. The universe can double its positive force, and similarly 
its negative force too can be doubled---- it drives to the result of 
zero. On this strange feature of the universe [force] Scientist 
Goth has given beautiful comments: 

“Tt is that there is no such thing as a free 
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Lunch, but universe is the ultimate free lunch.” 


We often think what is beyond the universe? This is the 
reason that concept of God is associated with ‘Otherness’. 
Einstein maintains that Time and Space despite being finite are 
boundless. Hence the question what is beyond the universe is 
immaterial. This universe is self-contained and there is no 
interference from outside in its functioning. This syllogism leads 
to the inference that this universe was neither created nor would 
come to end. In this situation, Stephen Hawking asked, “What 
Place, Then, For a Creator?” In the light of the cited statement 
there is no space for the creator of the universe. Does this 
universe need a creator? If it does; does its creator interfere in its 
working? And who created its creator? After the rationalization 
of matter and natural phenomena man realizes that the 
orderliness of the universe and life in it is not subject to divine 
will, rather certain laws of nature control them. It is therefore 
obvious that to conquer nature we require understanding the 
essentials of nature instead of going to spiritual or super-natural 
force. In this milieu a secular culture emerged which limited the 
authority of God to be the creator of the Universe only. The 
followers of creeds consoled themselves with the thought that 
God is definitely the maker of laws of nature. With this new 
explanation religion became restricted to privately and spiritual 
matters. All the activities relating to life and world were being 
performed in vision of scientific knowledge. However God 
remained so far the supreme creator of the system of universe. In 
twenty century physics and cosmology advanced enough to 
explore such proofs that the question of creation of the universe 
too fell into the purview of science. The debate of scientists on 
the subject of God animated anxiety among the religious people 
that His only ‘position’ of creator is also in jeopardy. Science 
has already taken a bold step in the light of fresh discoveries in 
technology and science we are able to give the answers of the 
questions relating to creation of the universe. God was a symbol 
of Otherness. It denotes that whatever was beyond the perception 
of man was ascribed to Godhead. As the awareness of man 
progressed, the belief in God began diminishing. It is palpable 
that so far there is no evidence that a supera natural entity is 
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running or affecting the working of the universe. The theory of 
expanding universe raises a question, is there a “space” outside 
the universe which it is gaining? In its response science tells that 
there is nothing out of the matter. Further it explains there was 
no ‘void’ at the time of explosion of Big Bang to make galaxies 
to spread in its abysses. Einstein’s General theory of Relativity 
has established that space is not determined and stationary field; 
it has the capability to stretch and warp. “Space in fact is the 
other name of Gravitational Field. This suggests that the universe 
is like a balloon which continues stretching from inside. This 
drive to the conclusion that the creation of “Space” also 
happened with the Big Bang and extended from Nothing all over 
the unimaginable expanses. The other question may be the 
location of the Black Hole from which this universe originated. 
Science reveals that Black Hole was not surrounded by vacuity, 
because it was also the moment of the creation of ‘Space’. 
Within no time it became apparent from non-existence and 
broaden immediately. To say something about Time before the 
event of Big Bang is quite irrelevant because the beginning of 
Time and the blast of Big Bang are simultaneous. Science 
strongly asserts that Time and Space are part and parcel of this 
material universe, and it is wrong to say that the universe is 
packed in them. The beginning of the universe was the starting 
point of Time and Space. Consequently it becomes irrelevant to 
say what was ‘before’ Big Bang. The followers of creeds 
maintain that Nothingness or Spacelessness whatsoever it was, 
that was God. On the other hand scientists reject this thought and 
hold “Nothing” means “Absolute Nothing’. It cannot be 
attributed to “ Spacelessness or Nothing’. Similar situation was 
before Big Bang. Some persons may think that scientists 
hoodwink them with the sleight of hand. They play game of puns 
and wrongly use logic. The scientists reply that this is because 
our mind is in the habit of weighing everything in the gamut of 
Cause and Effect. In normal situation the theory of Cause and 
Effect works smoothly. It is also remarkable that in the modern 
cosmology we find no cause and effect theory working before 
Big Bang. This is not for there was an extraordinary supernatural 
Cause, rather it was non-existent of Prior Epoch : there was no 
agency either natural or supernatural to produce cause. It 
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suggests that if there had been an Epoch or Time before 
existence of the universe then the question might be, whether 
that was God or some matter which triggered the process of Big 
Bang. The episode of the creation of the universe does not end 
with the scientific explanation of the universe with the support of 
preceding epoch. The question is still unsolved, how and when 
Time and Space came suddenly into reality. The most modern 
scientific judgment guides us. It reveals that sudden and without 
drive of origination of Time and Space is inherent result of 
Quantum Mechanics. This is a branch of physics which studies 
atomic particles applying Heisenberg’s Principle of Uncertainty. 
According to this theory all the observational quantities are 
subject to the occurrence of sudden and unpredicted ups and 
downs. Such Quantum Fluctuations are free from any outer 
interference. Hence when atomic principles are applied on 
Space and Time, there is possibility it may take scientific truth 
viz switch of Space and Time can be on at any time or come into 
existence through explosion without cause and effect. According 
to Hacking’s theory there is perpetual sequence of Space and 
Time without any specific moment to start time, it also cannot be 
extended to eternity. 

Now the question whether Laws of Physics were existent 
before existence of the universe. Science proposes that Time and 
Space do not contain these laws. These laws simply explain the 
world. This also does not indicate that they came into existence 
from non-existence as package with the universe. With this 
reasoning laws of physics cannot help us to know how and when 
the universe came into existence. Hence to know the creation of 
the universe scientifically it is imperative to grant them eternal 
and abstract characteristics. Scientists on this metaphysical 
subject take different standpoints. Some maintain them as hard 
realities, some hold all laws should be logical, some maintain as 
our world is one of so many worlds, therefore here in our world 
such laws are incidental. There are some sceptics who deny the 
existence of these laws. They assert that these laws are man 
made to understand material world. But all the scientists who are 
exploring the essential problems believe that these laws are 
independent realities to an extent. Taking this theory into 
consideration it become possible to state that referred to above 
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laws were logically speaking present before the creation of the 
universe. In the light of the above discussion it is fair that we 
should adopt Explanatory Chain in place of Causal Chain. 

In brief, we have reached the stage when the debate on 
philosophy of the creator of the universe is relocating on the 
subject of science. Attempts have been made in the foregoing 
pages of this book to give briefly the answers of the questions 
relating to the universe and human consciousness. In the light of 
the above facts and figures we can conclude that the concept of 
God presented by religion cannot satisfy human intellect and 
ground realities. As long as the existence of God is not 
categorically validated by logic and science, the claim of 
creeds/faith will remain weak and unreliable. 


155 


